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highlights 


DEFENSE SUPERIOR SERVICE MEDAL 

Executive order providing for establishment. 5625 

CONSUMER REPRESENTATION PLANS 

White House Office of Public Liaison and the Office of 
Consumer Affairs announce public hearings by 17 Fed¬ 
eral agencies at various locations in Washington, D.C. 
during the week of February 23... 5691 

NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 

HEW/FDA approves safe use of meclofenamic acid 
granules for treating inflammatory diseases in horses 
and tylosin and sulfamethazine premix used in swine 
feed (2 documents); effective 2-9-76. 5632 

FOOD ADDITIVES 

HEW/FDA approves safe use of chlorpyrifos; effective 
2-9-76, objections 3-10-76. 5631 

SOCIAL SERVICES 

HEW/SRS regulation on base period for temporary 
continuation of group eligibility services; effective 
10-1-75; comments by 3-10-76.. 5630 

INTERNATIONAL STUDIES CENTERS 

HEW/OE funding criteria and notice of closing date for 
applications (2 documents); comments by 3-10-76.... 5651 


ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENTS 

USDA/FS publishes quarterly report as of 12-15-75. .. 5757 

FEDERAL ELECTIONS 

FEC issues advisory opinions . 5751 

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 

Consumer Product Safety Commission notice of new 

routine use of records; comments by 3-10-76 .. 5655 

FMC notice of systems of records .... 5670 

MEETINGS— 

Commerce/Dl BA: Advisory Committee on East- 

West Trade, 3-10-76 .. . 5643 

Commodity Futures Trading Commission: Advisory 

Committee Meeting. 2-16-76 . 5654 

Defense Manpower Commission, 2-27-76 5655 

DOD: Defense Science Task Force on Verification, 

2-25-76 .... 5642 

DOT/NHTSA: National Highway Safety Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, 2-11 through 2-13-76 . 5653 

ERDA: Task Force on Demonstration Projects as a 

Commercial Incentive, 2-24-76 . 5687 


CONTINUED INSIDE 


























reminders 

(The Items In this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list Is Intended as a reminder, it does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 

Interior/BLM—Classification of land; dis¬ 
posal under Recreation and Public 

Purposes Act . 1598; 1-9-76 

HEW/SSA—Limitations on the recovery 
of incorrect payments made to bene¬ 
ficiaries and providers of services. 

1491; 1-8-76 
DOT/CG—Boats and associated equip¬ 
ment; inboard safe loading standard. 

33973; 8-13-75 


Domestic and foreign voyages by sea; 

rail height adjustment . 1470; 

1-8-76 

Special anchorage area for Henderson 
Harbor, New York 2086; 1-14-76 

Daily List of Public Laws 

H.R. 11510 . Pub. Law 94-207 

An act to provide for starling and black¬ 
bird control in Kentucky and Tennessee 
(Feb. 4, 1976; 90 Stat. 28) 


AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 

Ten agencies have agreed to a six-month trial period based on the assignment of two days a week beginning 
February 9 and ending August 6. The participating agencies and the days assigned are as follows: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 


NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 


DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 


CSC 



CSC 


LABOR 



LABOR 


Comments on this trial program are invited and will be received through May 7, 1976. Comments should 
be submitted to the Director of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408. 


ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
be made by dialing 202-523-5284. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240. 
To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue, 
dial 202-523-5022. 




Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays. Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 600, as amended; 44 UJS.C., 
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U8. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public interest. 


The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable 
In advance. The charge for individual copies 1s 75 cents for each Issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit cheok or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, 
D.C. 20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the Federal Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


FCC: International Broadcasting Service Group, 

2-25-76 . 5657 

Radio Technical Commission for Marine Services, 

2- 24-76 . 5662 

HEW/OE: National Advisory Council on Extension and 

Continuing Education, 2-24-76 5690 

Interior Oil Shale Environmental Advisory Panel, 3-1 

and 3-2-76 . 5651 

National Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities: 
Architecture and Environmental Arts Advisory Panel, 

3- 4 and 3-5-76 5680 

Dance Advisory Panel, 3-17-76. 5680 


Literature Advisory Panel, 2-26 through 2-28-76 5680 

National Council on the Humanities Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, 2-26 through 2-27-76 5680 

Visual Arts Advisory Panel, 2-27-76 . 5681 

NSF: Advisory Panel for Anthropology, 2-26-76 5686 

Advisory Panel for Electrical Science and Analysis, 

2-26 through 2-28-76 5686 

Advisory Panel for Social Psychology, 2-26 and 

2-27-76 . 5686 

USDA/AMS: Shippers Advisory Committee, 2-24-76 5642 

FS: Bighorn National Forest Grazing Advisory Board, 

2-26-76 5643 


contents 


THE PRESIDENT 

Executive Orders 

Defense Superior Service Medal; 

establishment - 5625 

WHITE HOUSE OFFICE OF PUBLIC LIAISON 
Notices 

Consumer representation plans; 
public hearings- 5691 

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
Notices 

Housing guaranty program: 

Israel _ 5642 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
Rules 

Oranges (navel) grown in Ariz. 

and Calif_ 5627 

Notices 
Meetings: 

Shippers Advisory Committee.- 5642 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Forest Service. 

AMERICAN INDIAN POLICY REVIEW 


COMMISSION 

Notices 

Indian education; congressional 

seminars_ 5654 

Commission proceedings and task 
force reports; hearings- 5654 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

International Air Transport As¬ 


sociation ; correction_ 5654 

United Air Lines, Inc_ 5654 

COAST GUARD 
Rules 

Security zones: 

Massachusetts _ 5634 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See Domestic and International 
Business Administration; Na¬ 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration. 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meeting : 

Definition and Regulation of 
Market Instruments Advisory 
Committee _ 5654 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Privacy Act of 1974; systems of 


records; new routine use_ 5655 

CUSTOMS SERVICE 
Rules 

Merchandise transported in bond; 
labeling of packages_ 5629 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Defense Science Board Task 
Force on Verification _ 5642 

DEFENSE MANPOWER COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meeting : 

Military Compensation and Re¬ 
tirement; Total Force of the 
Future; and Sustainability 
and Cost of All Volunteer 
Force _ 5655 


DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory Committee on East- 

West Trade_ 5643 

Scientific articles; duty-free 
entry: 

Ear Research Institutes_ 5643 

Massachusetts Institute of 

Technology _ 5643 

National Cancer Institute_ 5644 

St. Louis University_ 5644 

University of Notre Dame_ 5644 

University of Rochester, AEP_ 5645 

University of Texas Health Sci¬ 
ence Center_ 5645 

University of Washington Medi¬ 
cal School.. 5645 


EDUCATION OFFICE 
Notices 

Applications closing dates: 

International Studies Center-.. 5651 

Funding criteria for applications: 
International Studies Centers.. 5353 

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Unemployment compensation, 
temporary; deletion of part_ 5631 

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Demonstration Projects as a 
Commercialization Incentive, 

Task Force on_ 5687 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Notices 

Pesticide; filing of petition: 

American Cyanamid Co_ 5655 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness directives: 


Raven Industries_ 5628 

Control zones_ 5629 

Transition areas_ 5629 


Proposed Rules 

Noise abatement and control 
standards: 

Subsonic transport category 
large airplanes and turbojet 
powered airplanes_ 5641 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 


FM broadcast stations; table of 
assignments: 

California, et al_ 5635 

Georgia _ 5637 

North Carolina, et al_ 5635 

Television broadcast stations; 

* program identification patterns 
in visual transmissions_ 5638 
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CONTENTS 


Notices 

Common carrier services infor¬ 
mation; application accepted 

for filing_ 

Meetings; 

Broadcast Bureau Internation¬ 
al Service Group_ 

Radio Technical Commission for 

Marine Services- 

Hearings, etc.: 

American Telephone and Tele¬ 
graph Co- 

Mid-Florida Television Corp.. et 

al_ 

Rust Communications Group, 

Inc. _ 

Triad Broadcasting Company, 
Inc. _ 

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
Notices 

Advisory opinions_ 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreement filed: 

Gulf/United Kingdom Freight 

Conference_ 

Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., 
Inc. and Prudential Lines, 

Inc. (2 documents)_ 

North Atlantic Westbound 

Freight Conference_ 

Privacy Act of 1974; systems of 
records; proposed routine use— 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 
Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co_ 

Idaho Power Co_ 

Mid-Louisiana Gas Co_ 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp_ 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Trans Texas Bancorporation, 
Inc_ 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 

Textile products and leather 
wearing apparel; care labeling; 
correction _ 

FISCAL SERVICE 
Rules 

Surety companies doing business 
with the U.S.: 

Fee schedule revision- 


lv 


FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 


Rules 


Notices 


5657 

5657 

5662 

5656 

5659 

5662 

5668 

5751 


5669 


5669 

5670 
5670 


5670 
5679 

5671 

5674 


5679 


5641 


Public access, use, and recreation: 
Wichita Mountains Wildlife 
Refuge, Okla_ 5640 

Notices 

Endangered species permits; ap¬ 
plications (3 documents)_ 5647-5649 

Environmental statement: 

National Wildlife System; oper¬ 
ation of; extension of com¬ 


ment period_ 5650 

Marine mammals applications: 

National Fish and Wildlife Lab¬ 
oratory _ 5650 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Animal drugs, feeds, and related 
products: 

Meclofenamic acid granules_ 5632 

Tylosin and sulfamethazine pre¬ 
mix _ 5632 

Food labeling and labeled declara¬ 
tion of ingredients; correc¬ 
tion -- 5632 

Pesticide tolerances in food: 

Chlorpyrifos_ 5631 


FOREST SERVICE 
Notices 

r lv 

Environmental statements under 
preparation as of December 19, 


1975 _ 5757 

Meeting: 

Bighorn National Forest Graz¬ 
ing Advisory Board; change. _ 5643 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
Notices 

Known geothermal resources area: 
Nevada_ 5651 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See Education Office; Food and 
Drug Administration; Social 
and Rehabilitation Service; So¬ 
cial Security Administration. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Fish and Wildlife Serv¬ 
ice; Geological Survey; Land 
Management Bureau; National 
Park Service. 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Oil Shale Environmental Ad¬ 
visory Panel - 5651 


Abandonment of service: 

Burlington Northern, Inc- 5689 

Chesapeake and Ohio Railway 

Co.__ 5689 

Clarendon and Pittsford Rail¬ 
road Co_ 5688 

Fourth section application for 

relief_ 5690 

Hearing assignments- 5690 

Oklahoma; petition for investiga¬ 
tion of intrastate freight rates 

and charges_ 5688 

Motor carriers: 

Restructuring proceedings; new 
procedures_-_ 5690 


JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration. 

Rules 

Organization, functions, and au¬ 
thority delegations: 

Consumer affairs coordination.. 5634 

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

New Mexico (4 documents) _ 5646. 

5647 

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meeting: 

Guards and Investigations 
Committee of the Private 
Security Advisory Council.— 5642 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON EX¬ 
TENSION AND CONTINUING EDUCA 
TION 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Federal Programs Evaluation 
Committee _ 5690 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Federal credit unions; organiza¬ 
tion and operations - 5628 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS 
AND THE HUMANITIES 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Architecture and Environmental 


Arts Advisory Panel_ 5680 

Dance Advisory Panel_ 5680 

Literature Advisory Panel- 5680 

National Council on the Human¬ 
ities Advisory Committee_ 5680 

Visual Arts Advisory Panel- 5681 


INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE 
Rules 

Income taxes: 

Retirement plans, employee ; 
5634 contributions _ 


NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 
Meetings: 

National Highway Safety Ad- 
5633 visory Committee_ 5653 
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NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Fishery transfer applications: 

Pan-Alaska Fisheries, Inc- 5646 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Notices 

National Registry of Natural 
Landmarks; listing of additional 
sites - 5651 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Anthropology Advisory Panel-- 5686 
Electrical Sciences and Analysis 
Advisory Panel and Devices 
and Waves, Ad Hoc Subpanel 

for_ 5686 

Social Psychology Advisory 
Panel _ 5686 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Rules 

Special nuclear material: packag¬ 
ing and transportation by air__ 5627 


Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Duke Power Co- 5683 

Duquesne Light Co., et al- 5683 

Nebraska Public Power Dis¬ 
trict _ 5683 

Philadelphia Electric Co (2 

documents) _ 5684 

Power Authority of the State of 

New York, Inc- 5685 

Public Service Company of In¬ 
diana, Inc_ 5685 

Rochester Gas and Electric 

Corp _ 5685 

Meetings: 

Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards (3 documents)— 5681- 

5683 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Hearings , etc.: 

American Realty Trust- 5686 

Continental Vending Machine 

Corp._ 5686 

Homblower Equity Fund, Inc_- 5687 


SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE 
Rules 

Programs for individuals and 
families; group eligibility serv¬ 
ices; change of base period- 5634 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Old age, survivors, and disability 
insurance: 

Special payments at age 72_ 5630 

STATE DEPARTMENT 

See Agency for International 
Development. 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Coast Guard; Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Customs Service; Fiscal Serv¬ 
ice; Internal Revenue Service. 


list of cfr ports affected 


The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today’s 
issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected 
by documents published since the revision date of each title. 
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3 CFR 

Executive Orders: 


11904—.-.— 5625 

7 CFR 

907..-. 5627 

10 CFR 

71-.—.-__ 5627 

73__-. 5627 

12 CFR 

701.... 5628 

14 CFR 

39--—.. 5628 

71.. 5629 


Proposed Rules: 


36_ 

_ 5641 

16 CFR 


Proposed Rules: 


423_ 

_ 5641 

19 CFR 


18_ 

_ 5629 

20 CFR 
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_ 5630 

617_ 
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__ 5631 
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.. 5632 


26 CFR 
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28 CFR 

0_ 

__ 5634 

31 CFR 

223.... 


33 CFR 

127..—. 
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The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during February. 
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11491 (Amended by EO 11901)- 4807 
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11902 _ 4877 

11903 __—- 4879 
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402. 5134 


5 CFR 

213... 4881, 5103, 5394 


7 CFR 

401__ 

410... 

724... 

907... 

928. 

1823... 

1871. 

Proposed Rules: 

51_ 

910... 

1434. 

1701. 

1823. 


. 4812,5104,5105 

_ 5106 

_ 4881 

4886, 5288, 5289. 5627 

_ 5383 

_ 5109 

_ 5383 


4832 

5402 

4832 

5402 

5129 


8 CFR 

100 — 
103— 
214— 
238— 
336— 


Proposed Rules: 
204. 


5110 

5110 

5110 

5110 

5110 


5401 


13 CFR 

121___ 5123 

305__ 5385 


14 CFR 

27_ 5290 

29. 5290 

39... 5091, 5271, 5385, 5628 

71. 4812-4814, 5091, 5271, 5385, 5386, 5629 

7?_ 4812 

75__—__ 4814 

93_ 5386 

97_ 5092 

288_ 4898 


Proposed Rules: 


36.—. 5641 

75___ 5406 


16 CFR 


1. 4814 

4...-.— 4814 

13_ 4815, 5124, 5271, 5272 

433. 4817 

701 ..-__ 4814 

702 . 4814 

1512_ 5386 


Proposed Rules: 


423.-. 5641 

433.—.. 4833. 5305 


Urn 

570__—,- 4818 

1914 _ 4819-4820, 5089 

1915 _ .4901, 5090 

1916 _ 4823. 4824 

1917 __ 4914 

1920.. 4825. 

4826, 4915-4917 


25 CFR 

11 .__ 

41.. . 

271_ 

273. 

274.. .. 

275 .. 

276 __ 

277 __ 

Proposed Rules: 

60_ 

104.. 

221 .. 


5280 

5387 

5098 

5098 

5098 

5098 

5099 
5099 


5129 

5129 

5291 


26 CFR 

1—... 5099, 5100 

11... 5633 

Proposed Rules: 

1. 4829 


27 CFR 

194...... 5103 


17 CFR 

211 .. 

240 .... 

241 . 

249 . 

Proposed Rules: 

210 .— 

240. . 

249. . 

19 CFR 

6 . 

18. .. 


4817 

5274 

5277 

5274 


. 4833 

4834, 5135, 5299 
.. 4834 


5386 

5629 


28 CFR 

0 .. 

4a_ 

Proposed Rules: 
57.. 

29 CFR 

4. 

Proposed Ru£es: 

1910. 

1952_ 

31 CFR 

223. 


5634 

5387 

5291 


5388 

4943 

4944 


5634 


9 CFR 

73. 5383 

78_ 4886 

91_ 4888 

304..._ 4889 

308_ 4889 

381_ 4889 

Proposed Rules: 

91. 4942 

10 CFR 

9.. 5289 

71. 5627 

73._ 5627 

210_ 4931 

212.4931,5111 

12 CFR 

226_ 5098 

304_ 5385 

335—_ 4889 

701_ 5628 

Proposed Rules: 

225.. 5134 


20 CFR 

404_ 5630 

410_ 4899 

617_ 5631 

Proposed Rules: 


121._ 5094 

123_— 5631 

510_ 5093 

520_ 5632 

522__ 4818, 5387 
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558..— 5093, 5632 
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Proposed Rules: 

1101__- 5292 
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38 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

1 5303 
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Proposed Rules: 
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410_ 5405 


21 CFR 
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8 _ 4900 

102 _ 5632 


82.. 5280 

127_ 5634 

204_ 4918 

209_ 5391 

Proposed Rules: 

207_ 5129 
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presidential documents 


Title 3—The President 


Executive Order 11904 


February 6, 1976 


Establishing the Defense Superior Service Medal 


By virtue of the authority vested in me as President of the United States of 
America, and as Commander in Chief of the Armed Forces, it Js hereby ordered 
as follows: 

Section 1. There is hereby established a Defense Superior Service Medal with 
accompanying ribbons and appurtenances for award by the Secretary of Defease to 
any member of the Armed Forces of the United States who has rendered superior 
meritorious service in a position of significant responsibility with the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense, the Organization of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, a specified or 
unified command, a Defense agency, or such other joint activity as may be designated 
by the Secretary of Defense. 

Sec. 2. The Defense Superior Service Medal and appurtenances thereto shall be 
of appropriate design approved by the Secretary' of Defense and shall be awarded 
under such regulations as he shall prescribe. These regulations shall place the Defense 
Superior Service Medal in an order of precedence after the Medal of Honor, the Dis¬ 
tinguished Service Cross, the Defense Distinguished Service Medal, the Distinguished 
Service Medal and the Silver Star Medal, but before the Legion of Merit. 

Sec. 3. No more than one Defense Superior Service Medal shall be awarded to 
any one person, but for each succeeding period of superior meritorious service justi¬ 
fying such an award, a suitable device may be awarded to be worn with that Medal as 
prescribed by appropriate regulations of the Department of Defense. 

Sec. 4. The Defense Superior Service Medal or device may be awarded post¬ 
humously, and when so awarded, may be presented to such representative of the 
deceased as may be deemed appropriate by the Secretary of Defense. 



The White House, 

February 6 , 1976. 


[FR Doc.76-3968 Filed 2-6-76;12:25 pm] 
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rules and regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Navel Orange Regulation 3681 

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN 
ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

Correction 

In FR Doc.76-3537 appearing on page 
5289 in the issue for Thursday, Febru¬ 
ary 5, 1976, the file line immediately fol¬ 
lowing the signature should read as 
follows: 

[FR Doc.76-3758 Filed 2-4-76; 11:44 ami 


Title 10—Energy 

CHAPTER I—NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

PART 71—PACKAGING OF RADIOACTIVE 
MATERIAL FOR TRANSPORT AND 
TRANSPORTATION OF RADIOACTIVE 
MATERIAL UNDER CERTAIN CONDI¬ 
TIONS 

PART 73—PHYSICAL PROTECTION 
OF SPECIAL NUCLEAR MATERIAL 

Packaging and Transportation of Special 
Nuclear Material by Air: Continuation of 
Shipments During Pendency of Rule 
Making Proceeding 

On June 2, 1975, the Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (40 FR 23768) a notice 
that it was initiating a rulemaking pro¬ 
ceeding concerning the air transporta¬ 
tion of radioactive materials, including 
packaging, with a view to the possible 
amendment of its regulations in 10 CFR 
Parts 71 and 73, adopted pursuant to 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended. Interested persons were invited 
to submit comments and suggestions to 
the Commission by August 1,1975. 

In the same notice, the Commission 
published its interim evaluation of the 
question of whether its current regula¬ 
tions allowing air transportation of spe¬ 
cial nuclear materials should remain in 
effect during the rule making proceed¬ 
ing. The Commission tentatively con¬ 
cluded that, in light of present informa¬ 
tion as to the safety and security of air 
shipment of radioactive material, there 
was no sound basis for requiring the sus¬ 
pension of air shipments of special nu¬ 
clear material. The Commission’s tenta¬ 
tive evaluation took into account the 
following factors: 


In more than 25 years of shipping spe¬ 
cial nuclear material, including pluto¬ 
nium, in civilian aircraft, there have 
been no air accidents involving the ma¬ 
terial. 

The experience in shipping thousands 
of packages per year of all forms of 
radioactive materials by all modes of 
transport under existing NRC, DOT, and 
FAA regulations has been very favorable. 

The requests for suspension that had 
been received as of that date did not set 
forth any significant new information 
which would indicate that present pack¬ 
age or security requirements are inade¬ 
quate. 

In view of the physical security meas¬ 
ures now required by 10 CFR Part 73, 
the protection provided against severe 
accidents by the high integrity packaging 
required by NRC, DOT, and FAA regu¬ 
lations, the consistency of these require¬ 
ments with international standards, the 
low accident probability, and the favor¬ 
able experience to date, the risk involved 
in tlie transportation of radioactive ma¬ 
terial under currently effective regula¬ 
tions were believed to be small. 

Notwithstanding its tentative conclu¬ 
sions, in view of the concerns expressed 
and the fact that requests had been re¬ 
ceived for the suspension of air shipments 
of plutonium and other special nuclear 
materials, comments were specifically in¬ 
vited on the matter of whether suspen¬ 
sion or other limitations on the air 
transportation of plutonium and other 
special nuclear materials are justified 
during the period that the rule making 
proceeding is being conducted. 

Views on this matter, together with 
the supporting basis for such views, were 
invited to be submitted to the Commis¬ 
sion by July 2, 1975. 

After consideration of the comments 
received and other information and fac¬ 
tors discussed below, the Commission has 
reaffirmed its tentative conclusion set 
out in the notice published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on June 2, 1975, with 
respect to special nuclear materials 
(other than plutonium that is not con¬ 
tained in a medical device designed for 
individual human application). 

Twenty-six comments were received 
on the question of the Commission’s 
interim evaluation set out in the June 2 
notice. 

The comments received, which repre¬ 
sented a wide spectrum of views on the 
subject at issue, did not present any new 
information that would support the sus¬ 
pension of or other limitations on the air 
transportation of special nuclear 
material. 


The Attorney General of the State of 
New York submitted his view that air 
transportation of special nuclear mate¬ 
rial should be suspended pending com¬ 
pletion of the rule making proceeding 
and the accompanying environmental 
impact statement. The bases for his view 
were contained in affidavits submitted in 
an action instituted by the State of New 
York against the Commission and several 
other Federal agencies in the United 
States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York, seeking, among 
other things, an injunction against is¬ 
suance of licenses permitting transport 
by air and related connecting transport 
of plutonium and other special nuclear 
materials from, in, and over the City and 
State of New York and the United States 
and its territories 

The affidavits filed by the State of New 
York contended that air shipment of 
special nuclear materials endangers the 
lives of New York citizens in two ways: 

1. The possibility of an aircraft acci¬ 
dent resulting in a release of special nu¬ 
clear materials or radiation from them; 
and 

2. The possibility of terrorist activities 
directed toward such materials in the 
course of air transport or related con¬ 
necting transport resulting in: 

(a) Deliberate dispersal of radioactive 
materials; 

(b) Manufacture of nuclear weapons; 
or 

(c) Accidental release of radioactive 
materials. 

New York’s affidavits regarding the 
health hazards of air shipment, like most 
of the concerns that have been expressed 
recently about air transportation of spe¬ 
cial nuclear material, relate to the pos¬ 
sible consequences of an accidental re¬ 
lease of a significant quantity of pluton¬ 
ium. It is assumed that the reason that 
plutonium is discussed more than 
uranium is that plutonim poses a much 
greater radiological health hazard than 
either low or high enriched uranium, due 
to its much greater radioactivity per unit 
mass, and its radiobiological characteris¬ 
tics. Uranium 233 exists only in small 
experimental quantities at this time and 
is rarely transported by air. Enriched 
uranium, whether of low or high enrich¬ 
ment, w f ould not present a significant 
radiological health hazard even If a sig¬ 
nificant quantity were to be released in 
an aircraft accident. The low accident 
probability and the favorable experience 
to date with containers used to transport 
uranium 233 and uranium 235 demon¬ 
strate that the probability of an accident 
resulting in significant dispersal Is ex¬ 
tremely small. 
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For plutonium, other than in medical 
devices, the material regarded as most 
hazardous by most of the commenters, 
the question of continued air shipment at 
the present time has been foreclosed by 
Pub. L. 94-79, enacted August 9, 1975. It 
provides, among other things, that 

“The Nuclear Regulatory Commission shall 
not license any shipments by air transport of 
plutonium in any form, whether exports, im¬ 
ports or domestic shipments: Provided, how¬ 
ever, That any plutonium in any form con¬ 
tained in a medical device designed for indi¬ 
vidual human application is not subject to 
this restriction. This restriction shall be in 
force until the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion has certified to the Joint Committee on 
Atomic Energy of the Congress that a safe 
container has been developed and tested 
which will not rupture under crash and 
blast-testing equivalent to the crash and ex¬ 
plosion of a high-flying aircraft.** 


Should such certifications be made in 
the future, they would of course dem¬ 
onstrate the absence of any cause for 
the health concerns put forward in the 
New York affidavits. 

New York’s contentions regarding the 
possibility of terrorist activities do apply 
equally to high enriched uranium 235 and 
plutonium. However, New York has failed 
to show that air transportation and as¬ 
sociated ground transport are inherently 
more vulnerable to such activities than 
alternative modes of transportation that 
may be available. Indeed, air transporta¬ 
tion may have significant advantages 
over other modes of transportation from 
this standpoint. Because transit time is 
minimized and the airport of destination 
can be quickly altered if necessary, op¬ 
portunities for theft or acts of sabotage 
are reduced. Once in the air, special nu¬ 
clear materials are significantly less vul¬ 
nerable to hijacking than is the case for 
surface modes of transportation. These 
advantages are not demonstrably out¬ 
weighed by the greater mobility the suc- 
cussful hijackers of an air shipment 
might enjoy; an airplane is, if anything, 
easier to track and find than an itinerant 
truck. 

It should be noted that the United 
States District Court for the Southern 
District of New York has denied the 
State of New York’s request for prelimi¬ 
nary injunction in the action in which 
the affidavits submitted as comments 
were filed. 

Based on the foregoing, including the 
considerations stated in the June 2 notice 
described supra, the Commission has 
concluded that the air transportation of 
special nuclear material, other than 
plutonium, under currently effective reg¬ 
ulations needs not, and should not, be 
suspended or otherwise limited during 
the period that the rule making proceed¬ 
ing noticed on June 2, 1975, is being 
conducted. 


Dated at Washington, D.C. this 3rd 
day of February 1976. 


I 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Samuel J. Chilk, 
Secretary of the Commission . 


(FR Doc.76-3485 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


Title 12—Banks and Banking 

CHAPTER VII—NATIONAL CREDIT UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 701—ORGANIZATION AND OPERA¬ 
TION OF FEDERAL CREDIT UNIONS 

Discrimination in Housing Financing 

Pursuant to the authority conferred 
by section 120. 73 Stat. 635, 12 U.S.C. 
1766, and section 209, 84 Stat. 1014, 12 
U.S.C. 1789, the Administrator hereby 
amends Part 701 (12 CFR Part 701), 
effective immediately. 

Part 701 is amended to bring it into 
conformance with the Housing and 
Community Development Act of 1974, 
Pub. L. 93-383, which amended Title 
VIH of the Civil Rights Act of 1968. 
Pub. L. 90-284. Pub. L. 93-383 added the 
term “sex” to the list of illegal grounds 
of discrimination in the financing of 
housing. This amendment is made to re¬ 
flect this change in the National Credit 
Union Administration’s Rules and 
Regulations. 

Inasmuch as this amendment is made 
simply to conform the National Credit 
Union Administration’s Rules and Regu¬ 
lations to the amendment to Title VIII 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, the Ad¬ 
ministrator has determined that notice 
and public procedure as to these amend¬ 
ments is impracticable, unnecessary, 
and contrary to the public interest as 
provided by 5 U.S.C. 553(b). 

The amendments are as follows: 

1. Section 701.31(a) is amended by 
adding the term “sex” after religion,” in 
the first sentence. 

2. Section 701.31(a) is further amend¬ 
ed by adding as amended by the 
Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974” to the end of the second 
sentence. 

3. Section 701.31(c)—the logotype is 
amended by adding “(Title vm of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1968, as amended by 
the Housing and Community Develop¬ 
ment Act of 1974) “ below “We Do Busi¬ 
ness in Accordance with the Federal 
Fair Housing Law” and above “It is ille¬ 
gal .. . ,” by adding the term “Sex” 
after “Religion,” and by changing “As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Equal Opportunity” 
to read “Assistant Secretary for Fair 
Housing and Equal Opportunity.” 

Accordingly, the above sections, as 
amended, are adopted as set forth below, 
effective immediately. 

Dated: January 23,1976. 

Herman Nickerson, Jr., 

Administrator. 

| Sec. 120, 73 Stat. 635 (12 U.S.C. 1766); 
sec. 209, 84 Stat. 1014 (12 U.S.C. 1789)) 

Section 701.31 (a) and (c) are revised 
to read as set forth below: 

§ 701.31 Nondiscrimination require- 
menla. 

(a) Advertising notice of nondiscrimi¬ 
nation compliance. Every Federal credit 
union which directly or through third 
parties engages in any form of adver¬ 
tising of loans for the purpose of pur¬ 
chasing, Improving, repairing, or main¬ 


taining a dwelling shall prominently 
indicate in such advertisements, in a 
manner appropriate to the advertising 
media and fonnat utilized, that such 
credit union makes such loans without 
regard to race, color, religion, sex or 
national origin. No words, phrases, sym¬ 
bols, directions, forms, models, or other 
means shall be used to express, imply, 
or suggest a discriminatory preference 
or policy of exclusion in violation of the 
provisions of Title VIII of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1968, as amended by the 
Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1974. Written advertisements re¬ 
lating to such loans, including those 
broadcast by television as well as those 
published by printing, shall include a 
facsimile of the logotype appearing in 
paragraph (c) of this section in order 
to increase public recognition of the 
nondiscrimination requirements and 
guarantees of the aforementioned Title 
vm. 


(c) Logotype and notice of nondis¬ 
crimination compliance. The logotype 
and text of the notice required in para¬ 
graphs (a) and (b) of this section shall 
be as follows; 



EQUAL HOUSING 

LENDER 


We Do Business in Accordance With the 
Federal Fair Housing Law 

(TitU VIII of th# Civil Rights Act of 1441# 
os Amended by th* Housing ond Community 
Development Act of 1474) 

IT IS ILLEGAL TO DISCRIMINATE AGAINST 
ANY PERSON BECAUSE OF RACE, COLOR, 
RELIGION, SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN, TO: 

■ Deny a loan foe the purpose of purchasing, constructing, 
improving, repairing or maintaining a dwelling or 

■ Discriminate In fixing of the amount, interest rate, 
duration, application procedures or other terms or 
conditions of such a loan. 

IF YOU BELIEVE YOU HAVE BEEN DISCRIMINATED 
AGAINST, YOU MAY SEND A COMPLAINT TO: 

U4. DtPARTMINt OF HOUSING AND URBAN DlVflOPMENT 
Aitiitont Secretory tor Fotr H*v*Jr»g ond Kqvol Opportunity 
Washington, D.C. 204tO 

or c*H your local HUD Ana or Insuring Offico. 


[FR Doc.76-2738 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket No 76-RM-l-AD-l Arndt. 39-2508] 

p ART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Raven Industries Model RX-6 Hot Air 
Balloons 

There have been failures of the gon¬ 
dolas on Raven RX-6 hot air balloons 
due to hard landings in cold tempera- 
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tures that could result in injuries to the 
occupants. Since this condition is likely 
to exist or develop in other Raven RX-6 
hot air balloons of the same design, an 
airworthiness directive is being issued to 
impose an operating limitation to permit 
operation only when the ground surface 
temperature is 40°P and above. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public proce¬ 
dure hereon are impracticable and good 
cause exists for making this amendment 
effective in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697). 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Raven Industries* Inc. Applies to Raven 
Model RX—6 hot air balloons certificated 
In all categories. 

Compliance required before further flight. 

To prevent cracking and breaking of the 
polyethylene gondola liner, accomplish the 
following: 

Install a placard on the instrument panel 
In clear view of the pilot, stating, “Operation 
limited to ground surface temperatures of 
40° P and above”. 

The hot air balloon may be operated only 
when ground surface temperature Is at or 
above 40° F until modifications to reinforce 
the gondola liner, to be made available by 
Raven Industries, Inc., are Installed. 


This amendment becomes effective 
February 13, 1976. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1968 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423): sec. 
6(c), Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.8.C. 1655(c)) 


Issued in Aurora, Colo., on January 30. 
1976. 


M. M. Martin, 

Director, 

FAA Rocky Mountain Region . 
I FR Doc.76-3732 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am) 


posed transition area arrival extension. 
In addition, a public-use instrument ap¬ 
proach procedure has been developed for 
Runway 14 which requires retention of 
a portion of the transition area arrival 
extension which had been proposed for 
revocation. It is necessary to alter the 
description of the Beaufort transition 
area to reflect these changes. Since this 
alteration is minor in nature, notice and 
public procedure hereon are unnecessary 
and action is taken herein to amend the 
description accordingly. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., March 
25,1976, as hereinafter set forth. 

In ^ 71.181 (41 FR 440), the Cherry 
Point MCAS, N.C., transition area is 
amended by deleting the present descrip¬ 
tion and substituting the following 
therefor: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8.5-mHe 
radius of Cherry Point MCAS (latitude 
34’54'30" N., longitude 76 a 53'00” W.); ex¬ 
cluding the portion within the New Bern. 
N.C., transition areas. 

In § 71.181 (41 F.R. 440). the following 
transition area is added: 

Beaufort, N.C. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile 
radius of Beaufort-Morehead City Airport 
(latitude 34°44'00" N., longitude 76°39'45" 
W.), within 3 miles each side of the 306’ 
bearing from the Morehead RBN (latitude 
34*43'49" N., longitude 76°39'15" W.), ex¬ 
tending from the 6.6-mile radius to 8.5 miles 
north of the RBN. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c). Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in East Point, Ga., on January 
28. 1976. 


Phillip M. Swater. 
Director , Southern Region. 
|FR Doc.76-3733 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am) 


(Airspace Docket No. 75-SO-146) 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration and Designation of Transition 
Area 

On November 19, 1975, a notice of 
proposed rulemaking was published in 
the Federal Register (40 FR 53594), 
stating that the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration was considering an amend¬ 
ment to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations that would alter the Cherry 
Point MCAS. N.C., transition area and 
designate the Beaufort. N.C., transition 
area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule- 
making action through the submission 
of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 

Subsequent to publication of the no¬ 
tice, the instrument approach procedure 
proposed for Beaufort-Morehead City 
Airport Runway 21 was redesigned; thus, 
there is no longer a need for the pro¬ 


(Airspace Docket No. 76-SO-9) 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone 

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to alter the Biloxi. Miss., control 
zone. 

The Biloxi control zone is described in 
§ 71.171 (41 FR 355). In the description, 
extensions are predicated on the Keesler 
TACAN 050° and 200° radials. The 
United States Air Force has relocated 
the TACAN which resulted in a change 
in the final approach courses associated 
with the TACAN. It is necessary to alter 
the control zone to reflect the change in 
final approach course radials. Since this 
amendment is minor in nature, notice 
and public procedure hereon are unnec¬ 
essary. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., 


March 25, 1976, as hereinafter set forth. 

In $71,171 (41 FR 355>, the Biloxi. 
Miss., control zone is amended as 
follows: 

“* • * Keesler TACAN 050° and 200* 
radials ♦ • ♦” is deleted and *** * • 
Keesler TACAN 041° and 203° radials, 
* • is substituted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in East Point. Ga.. on Janu¬ 
ary 28. 1976. 


Phillip M. Swatek. 
Director , Southern Region. 
IFR Doc.76-3734 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am) 


Title 19—Customs Duties 

CHAPTER I—UNITED STATES CUSTOMS 

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREAS¬ 
URY 

|T.D. 76-431 

PART 18—TRANSPORTATION IN BOND 
AND MERCHANDISE IN TRANSIT 

Labeling of Packages 

Section 18.4(e) of the Customs Regu¬ 
lations provides, in part, that packages 
of merchandise shipped in bond shall be 
corded and sealed or, in lieu thereof, the 
carrier shall furnish and attach to each 
package a warning label on bright red 
paper, not less than 5 by 8 inches in size, 
containing a legend which specifies, 
among other things, that the package is 
under bond and must be delivered intact 
to the Customs officer in charge at the 
port of destination or to such other place 
as authorized by Customs. This section 
further provides that if the size of the 
package renders the use of a 5 by 8 
inch warning label impracticable because 
of lack of space, a 3 by 5 inch label may 
be used. If a high visibility, pressure- 
sensitive warning label is used, whether 
as a continuous series in tape form or 
otherwise, the label may be smaller but 
not less than 1V 2 by 3 inches in size. In 
order to avoid any confusion on the part 
of the public and Customs officers with 
regard to the size of packages on which 
high visibility, pressure-sensitive warn¬ 
ing labels may be used, it has been deter¬ 
mined that $ 18.4(e) of the Customs 
Regulations should be amended to clarify 
that a high visibility, pressure-sensitive 
warning label, whether as a continuous 
series in tape form or otherwise, but not 
less than 1 V 2 by 3 inches in size, may be 
used on any size package. 

Accordingly, the fourth sentence of 
§ 18.4(e) of the Customs Regulations (19 
CFR 18.4(e)) is amended to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 18.4 Sealing conveyances and com¬ 
partments; labeling packages; warn¬ 
ing cards. 

• • • • • 

(e) • • • A high visibility, pressure- 
sensitive warning label, whether as a 
continuous series in tape form or other¬ 
wise, but not less than 1 -y 2 by 3 Inches 
In size, may be used on any size pack¬ 
age. • • • 
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(R.S. 251, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Sat. 759 
(19 U.S.C. 66. 1624)) 

Because this amendment merely clari¬ 
fies the language of an existing provision 
of the Customs Regulations, notice and 
public procedure thereon is found to be 
unnecessary and good cause exists for 
dispensing with a delayed effective date 
under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. 

Effective date . This amendment shall 
become effective on February 9, 1976. 

A. R. Dickerson. 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: February 2, 1976. 

David R. MacDonald, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury . 

]FR Doc.76-3755 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 

Title 20—Employee's Benefits 

CHAPTER III—SOCIAL SECURITY ADMIN- 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

[Regs. No. 4, further amended] 

PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SURVI¬ 
VORS, AND DISABILITY INSURANCE 
(1950.) 

Subpart D—Old-Age, Disability, Depend¬ 
ents', and Survivors' Insurance Benefits; 
Period of Disability 

Special Payments at Age 72 

On September 20,1974, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
33804) a notice of proposed rulemaking 
with proposed amendments to Subpart 
D, Regulations No. 4. The proposed 
amendments set forth rules which reflect 
amendments to the Social Security Act 
made by section 1(b), 2(b), and 18(c) of 
Pub. L. 93-233 enacted December 31, 
1973; section 201 (g) of Pub. L. 92-336 
enacted July 1, 1972; and section 202(b) 
of Pub. L. 92-5 enacted March 17, 1971. 
These rules: (1) Provide for nonpayment 
of special payments at age 72 under 
section 228 of the Social Security Act 
for any month for which a supple¬ 
mental security income benefit is 
payable under title XVI (as amended 
by Pub. L. 92-603); and (2) in¬ 
crease the amount of the special pay¬ 
ment effective June 1974, March 1974, 
September 1972, and January 1971. In¬ 
terested parties were given 30 days with¬ 
in which to submit data, views, or argu¬ 
ments with regard to the proposed 
changes. Only one comment was re¬ 
ceived. It referred to the proposed regu¬ 
lations contained in § 404.376(b). The 
principal question raised concerns the 
implications derived from the language 
used in this section. The commenting or¬ 
ganization indicated that in terms of the 
way this section was written, “women 
earn less than men and, therefore, since 
they contribute less than men, they 
should receive less than men; or, that 
the husband always earns more than the 
wife.” It was recommended that we not 
differentiate between “husband” and 
“wife” and, instead, use “primary wage 
earner” (which could be either husband 
or wife). Section 228 of the Social Se¬ 
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curity Act specifies the amount of bene¬ 
fit which the Social Security Adminis¬ 
tration will pay a simultaneously en¬ 
titled husband and wife without regard 
to their earnings capacity. Therefore, 
the Social Security Administration has 
no discretion in wording this regulation 
which merely conforms to the law. 

Section 404.376 is being updated to re¬ 
flect that for months after May 1975, the 
amount of payment is $69.60, and if a 
husband and wife are simultaneously en¬ 
titled after May 1975, the amount of pay¬ 
ment is $69.60 for the husband and $34.80 
for the wife. Section 404.377 is revised to 
show that $34.80 is payable to an entitled 
individual’s spouse after May 1975. These 
regulations are changed to conform with 
the recent Cost-of-Living Increase in 
Benefits and in Income Limitations pub¬ 
lished May 22, 1975 (40 CFR 22289) pur¬ 
suant to section 215(i) of the Social Se¬ 
curity Act. Since these changes merely 
reflect current benefit rates previously 
determined and announced in accord¬ 
ance with section 215(i) of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 415(D), publi¬ 
cation with notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing is unnecessary. 

Accordingly, after consideration of the 
comment received, the proposed amend¬ 
ments are adopted as set forth below. 

(Secs. 205, 228. 1102. 53 Stat. 1368, as 

amended, 80 Stat. 67. 49 Stat. 647, as 
amended; (42 U.S.C. 405, 428, 1302)) 

Effective date. The amendments shall 
be effective on February 9, 1976. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs No. 13.804, Social Security—Spe¬ 
cial Benefits for Persons Aged 72 and Over) 

Dated: September 2, 1975. 

J. B. Cardwell, 

Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: February 2,1976. 

Marjorie Lynch, 
Acting Secretary of Health , 
Education, and Welfare . 

Part 404 of Chapter III of Title 20 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is fur¬ 
ther amended as set forth below. 

1. Section 404.376 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraphs (a) and (b) to read 
as follows: 

§ 404.376 Special payments at age 72; 
amount of payment. 

(а) General. The amount of the spe¬ 
cial payment to which an individual is 
entitled under the provisions of section 
228 of the Act for any month (except as 
provided in paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion) shall be as follows: 

(1) $69.60 for months after May 1975; 

(2) $64.40 for months after May 1974 
and before June 1975; 

(3) $62.10 for months after February 
1974 and before June 1974; 

(4) $58 for months after August 1972 
and before March 1974; 

(5) $48.30 for months after December 
1970 and before September 1972; 

(б) $46 for months after December 
1969 and before January 1971; 

(7) $40 for months after January 1968 
and before January 1970; 


(8) $35 for months after September 
1966 and before February 1968. 

(b) Husband and wife entitled. If both 
husband and wife are simultaneously 
entitled (or upon application would be 
entitled) to special payments as pro¬ 
vided under section 228 of the Act for 
any month, the amount of the special 
payment shall be as follows: 

(1) For months after May 1975, U) 
$69.60 for the husband, and (ii) $34.80 
for the wife; 

(2) For months after May 1974 and be¬ 
fore June 1975 (i) $64.40 for the husband 
and (ii) $32.20 for the wife; 

(3) For months after February 1974 
and before June 1974, (i) $62.10 for the 
husband, and (ii) $31.10 for the wife; 

(4) For months after August 1972 and 
before March 1974, (i) $58 for the hus¬ 
band, and (ii) $29 for the wife; 

(5) For months after December 1970 
and before September 1972, (i) $48.30 
for the husband, and (ii) $24.20 for the 
wife; 

(6) For months after December 1969 
and before January 1971. (i) $46 for the 
husband, and (ii) $23 for the wife; 

(7) For months after January 1968 
and before January 1970, (i) $40 for the 
husband, and (ii) $20 for the wife; 

(8) For months after September 1966. 
and before February 1968. (i) $35 for 
the husband and (ii) $17.50 for the wife. 

For purposes of this paragraph, the 
determination of whether an indi¬ 
vidual has the relationship of husband 
or wife to another individual is made in 
accordance with the provisions of 
§ 404.1101 without regard to the provi¬ 
sions of § 404.1103 or § 404.1106. 

• • • « • 

2 Section 404.377 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraphs (b) and (c) to read 
as follows: 

§ 404.377 Reduction of special pay¬ 
ments under section 228 for govern¬ 
ment pension systems benefits. 

• • • • • 

(b) Husband or wife entitled. In the 
case of a husband and wife, if one of 
such individuals, but not the other, is 
entitled to a special payment under sec¬ 
tion 228 for any month, the special pay¬ 
ment, after any reduction under 
paragraph (a) of this section, is fur¬ 
ther reduced (but not below zero) by 
the excess (if any) of (1) the total 
amount of any periodic benefits under 
governmental pension systems for which 
the entitled individual's spouse is eligible 
for such month, over (2) $34.80 for 
months after May 1975; $32.20 for 

months after May 1974 and before June 
1975; $31.10 for months after February 
1974 and before June 1974; $29 for 
months after August 1972 and before 
March 1974; $24.20 for months after 
December 1970 and before September 
1972; $23 for months after December 
1969 and before January 1971; $20 for 
months after January 1968 and before 
January 1970 and $17.50 for months 
after September 1966 and before Febru¬ 
ary 1968. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 









(c) Husband and wife entitled . In the 
case of a husband and wife both of whom 
are entitled to a special payment under 
section 228 for any month: 

(1) The special payment of the wife, 
after any reduction under paragraph (a) 
of this section, is further reduced (but 
not below zero), by the excess (if any) 
of (i) the total amount of any periodic 
benefits under governmental pension 
systems for which the husband is eligi¬ 
ble for such month, over (ii) $69.60 for 
months after May 1975; $64.40 for 
months after May 1974 and before June 
1975; $62.10 for months after February 
1974 and before June 1974; $58 for 
months after August 1972 and before 
March 1974; $48.30 for months after De¬ 
cember 1970 and before September 1972; 
$46 for months after December 1969 and 
before January 1971; $40 for months af¬ 
ter January 1968 and before January 
1970; and $35 for months after Septem¬ 
ber 1966 and before February 1968. 

(2) The special payment of the hus¬ 
band, after any reduction under para¬ 
graph (a) of this section, is further re¬ 
duced (but not below zero) by the excess 
(if any) of (i) the total amount of any 
periodic benefits under governmental 
pension systems for which the wife is 
eligible for such month, over (ii) $34.80 
for months after May 1975; $32.20 for 
months after May 1974 and before June 
1975; $31.10 for months after February 
1974 and before June 1974; $29 for 
months after August 1972 and before 
March 1974; $24.20 for months after De¬ 
cember 1970 and before September 1972; 
$23 for months after December 1969 and 
before January 1971; $20 for months af¬ 
ter January 1968 and before January 
1970 and $17.50 for months after Sep¬ 
tember 1966 and before February 1968. 


3. Section 404.378 is revised to read as 
follows; 

§ 404.378 Nonpayment of special pay¬ 
ments under flection 228 of the Act 
for month* in which cash payment* 
are made under public assistance or 
for which supplemental security in¬ 
come benefits are payable. 

(a) General. Except as provided in 
paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section, 
no special payment under section 228 of 
the Act may be paid to an individual for 
any month if; 

(1) In the period October 1966 
through December 1973, such individual 
receives aid or assistance in the form 
of money payments in such month under 
a State plan approved under titles I, X, 
XIV, or XVI, or part A of tiUe IV of the 
Social Security Act (which titles relate 
to (i) old-age assistance and medical 
assistance for the aged, (ii) aid to the 
blind, (iii) aid to the permanently and 
totally disabled, (iv) aid to the aged, 
blind or disabled, or for such aid or medi¬ 
cal assistance for the aged, and (v) aid 
and services to needy families with 
children, respectively), or 

(2) Such individual’s husband or wife 
receives such aid or assistance (as de¬ 
scribed in paragraph (a)(1) of this sec¬ 
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tion in such month, and under the State 
plan the needs of such individual were 
taken into account in determining eli¬ 
gibility for (or amount of) such aid or 
assistance, or 

(3) Beginning January 1974, such 
individual receives aid or assistance in 
the form of money payments in such 
month under a State plan approved 
under part A of title IV of the Social 
Security Act (which relates to aid and 
services to needy families with chil¬ 
dren) , or 

(4) Such individual’s husband or 
wife receives such aid or assistance (as 
described in paragraph (a) (3) of this 
section) in such month, and under the 
State’s plan the needs of such individual 
were taken into account in determining 
eligibility for (or amount of) such aid 
or assistance, or 

(5) Beginning January 1974, such in¬ 
dividual is an individual with respect to 
whom supplemental security income 
benefits are payable pursuant to title 
XVT of the Social Security Act (as 
amended by Public Law 92-603) or sec¬ 
tion 211 of Public Law 93-66 (which re¬ 
lates to increasing an individual’s supple¬ 
mental security income benefit due to 
the presence in such individual’s home 
of one or more essential persons) for 
such month. 

(b) State agency notification of termi¬ 
nation of aid or assistance under a State 
plan. No special payment with respect to 
which paragraphs (a)(1), (a)(2), (a) 

(3), and (a) (4) of this section apply may 
be paid for a month in the absence of 
receipt by the Social Security Adminis¬ 
tration of a notice from the State agency 
administering or supervising the admin¬ 
istration of the applicable State plan 
that the aid or assistance referred to in 
such paragraphs has been or will be ter¬ 
minated with the payment or payments 
made in such month; nor may such spe¬ 
cial payment be made for a month unless 
the Social Security Administration de¬ 
termines that such individual is not an 
individual with respect to whom supple¬ 
mental security income benefits are pay¬ 
able pursuant to title XVI of the Social 
Security Act (as amended by Public Law 
92-603) or section 211 of Public Law 93- 
66 for the following month. To be effec¬ 
tive for this purpose the notice shall 
identify the name of the individual age 
72 or over on whose behalf aid or assist- 
ance.was paid, his social security number, 
and the last month in which the aid or 
assistance was or will be paid to him or 
on his behalf. The notice also should 
show the individual’s date of birth or age, 
his current address, that the notice is 
being filed in compliance with section 
228(d) of the Act as amended, and, where 
the State agency has the information, 
whether the individual has filed an ap¬ 
plication for social security benefits. To 
permit prompt payment of the special 
payments under section 228, such notice 
should be filed as soon as it is determined 
that the pertinent aid or assistance will 
be terminated. The notice should be sent 
to the social security district office servic¬ 
ing the area in which the individual age 
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72 or over resides. The special payment 
under section 228 may be paid for the 
last month in which the aid or assistance 
was paid. 

(c) Determination that supplemental 
security income benefits are not payable. 
No special payment with respect to 
which paragraph (a)(5) of this section 
applies may be paid for a month unless 
the Administration determines that the 
supplemental security income benefits 
referred to in such paragraph (a)(5) are 
not payable for the month following such 
month. The special payment under sec¬ 
tion 228 may be paid for the last month 
for which such benefits were payable. 

IFR Doc.76-3760 Piled 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


CHAPTER V—EMPLOYMENT AND TRAIN- 
ING ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT 
OF LABOR 

PART 617—TEMPORARY COMPENSATION 
Deletion of Part 

Correction 

In F.R. Doc. 76-1805. appearing on 
page 3079 in the issue for Wednesday. 
January 21, 1976, the last line of the first 
paragraph should read, "of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations, effective February 20. 1976. 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

(FRL 487-2) 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER B — FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

l FAP5H5080/ R201 

PART 123—TOLERANCES FOR PESTI¬ 
CIDES IN FOOD ADMINISTERED BY 
THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Chlorpyrifos 

On April 23, 1975. the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA> announced (40 
FR 17872) that Dow Chemical Corp., PO 
Box 1706. Midland MI 48640. had filed 
a food additive petition (FAP 5H5080). 
This petition proposed that 21 CFR 123 
be amended by establishment of a regu¬ 
lation providing for the safe use of the 
insecticide chlorpyrifos 10,0-diethyl 0- 
(3,5,6-trichloro-2-py ridyl) phosphoro- 
thioatel in food areas of food handling 
establishments. A food handling estab¬ 
lishment is defined (38 FR 21685) as 
" * * • an area or place other than a pri¬ 
vate residence in which food is held, 
processed, prepared, and/or served’’, and 
comprehends food service, food manu¬ 
facturing. and food processing establish¬ 
ments such as (but not limited to) 
restaurants, grocery stores, bakeries, bot¬ 
tling plants, grain mills, and canneries. 

Dow Corp. subsequently amended the 
petition by including the following 
statements: 

To assure safe use of the insecticide, ap¬ 
plication shall be limited to spot and/or crack 
and crevice treatment only. 

The spray concentration shall be limited 
to a maximpm of 0.5% active Ingredient. 

For crack and crevice treatment, equip¬ 
ment capable of delivering a pin-stream of 
Insecticide should be used. 
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For spot treatments, a coarse, low-pressure 
spray should bo used to avoid atomization or 
splashing of the spray. 

Contamination of food or food-contact 
surfaces should be avoided. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been evalu¬ 
ated. It has been concluded that the pes¬ 
ticide can be safely used in the prescribed 
manner when such use is in accordance 
with the label and labeling registered by 
the EPA, and it has been determined, 
therefore, that the regulation should be 
established as set forth below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation, may on or before March 10, 
1976, file written objections with the 
Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Room 1019, East Tower, 401 M 
St. SW, Washington, D.C. 20460, Such 
objections should be submitted in quin- 
tuplicate and should specify both the 
provisions of the regulation deemed to be 
objectionable and the grounds for the 
objections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the 
objections are supported by grounds le¬ 
gally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. 

Effective on February 9, 1976, 21 CFR 
Part 123 is amended as set forth below. 

Dated: February 4, 1976. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs . 

(Section 409(c)(1) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 348(c) 
( 1 ) 1 .) 

Part 123 is amended by establishing 
the new § 123.85 to read as follows: 

§ 123.85 Chlorpyrifos. 

The food additive chlorpyrifos [0,0- 
diethyl 0 - (3,5,6 - trichloro-2-pyridy 1) 
phosphorothioatei may be safely used in 
accordance with the following prescribed 
conditions. 

(a) Application shall be limited solely 
to spot and/or crack and crevice treat¬ 
ment in food handling establishments 
where food and food products are held, 
processed, prepared or served. Spray con¬ 
centration shall be limited to a maxi¬ 
mum of 0.5% active ingredient. For crack 
and crevice treatments, equipment cap¬ 
able of delivering a pin-stream of insec¬ 
ticide shall be used. For spot treatments, 
a coarse, low-pressure spray shall be used 
to avoid atomization or splashing of 
the spray. Contamination of food or food- 
contact surfaces shall be avoided. 

(b) To assure safe use of the insecti¬ 
cide, its label and labeling shall conform 
to that registered by the U.S. Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency, and it shall be 
used in accordance with such label and 
labeling. 

|FR Doc.76-3817 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 
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SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL 

lDocket No. 75N-0256] 

PART 1—REGULATIONS FOR THE EN¬ 
FORCEMENT OF THE FEDERAL FOOD, 
DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT AND THE 
FAIR PACKAGING AND LABELING ACT 
SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 102—COMMON OR USUAL NAMES 
FOR NONSTANDARDIZED FOODS 

Food Labeling and Labeled Declaration of 
Ingredients Requirements; Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-96. published at page 
1156 in the Federal Register of Janu¬ 
ary 6, 1976, the second sentence of § 1.10 
(b)(14) appearing on page 1165 is cor¬ 
rected for the sake of editorial clarity, 
to read as follows: 

“For products that are blends of fats 
and/or oils and for foods in which fats 
and/or oils constitute the predominant 
ingredient, i.e., in which the combined 
weight of all fat and/or oil ingredients 
equals or exceeds the weight of the most 
predominant ingredient that is not a fat 
or oil, the listing of the common or usual 
names of such fats and/or oils in paren¬ 
theses shall be in descending order of 
predominance.” 

Dated: February 2,1976. 

William F. Randolph, 

Acting Associate Commissioner 

for Compliance. 

[FR Doc 76-3751 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


SUBCHAPTER E—ANIMAL DRUGS, FEEDS, AND 
RELATED PRODUCTS 

PART 520—ORAL DOSAGE FORM NEW 

ANIMAL DRUGS NOT SUBJECT TO CER¬ 
TIFICATION 

Meclofenamic Acid Granules 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated a new animal drug appli¬ 
cation (95-641V) filed by Parke. Davis 
& Co., Joseph Campau Avenue at the 
River, Detroit, MI 48232, proposing safe 
and effective use of meclofenamic acid 
granules for treating acute or chronic 
inflammatory diseases involving the 
musculoskeletal system of the horse. The 
application is approved, effective Febru¬ 
ary 9, 1976. 

The Commissioner is amending Part 
520 (21 CFR Part 520) to reflect this ap¬ 
proval. 

In accordance with § 514.11(e) (2) (ii) 
(21 CFR 514.11(e) (2(ii)) of the animal 
drug regulations, a summary of the 
safety and effectiveness data and infor¬ 
mation submitted to support the ap¬ 
proval of this application is released pub¬ 
licly. The summary is available for pub¬ 
lic examination at the office of the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20852, Monday through 
Friday from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m., except on 
Federal legal holidays. 


Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(i), 82 
Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 306(b)(1))) and 
under authority delegated to the Com¬ 
missioner (21 CFR 2.120), Part 520 is 
amended by adding new § 520.1330 to 
read as follows: 

§ 520.1330 Meclofenamic acid granules. 

(a) Chemical name. N-(2,6-Dichloro- 
m-tolyl) anthranilic acid. 

(b) Specifications. The drug is in 
granular form containing 5 percent mec¬ 
lofenamic acid. 

(c) Sponsor. See No. 000071 in § 510.- 
600(c) of this chapter. 

(d) Conditions of use. (1) The drug 
is used in horses for the treatment of 
acute or chronic inflammatory diseases 
involving the musculoskeletal system. 

(2) It is administered orally at a dos¬ 
age of 1 milligram per pound of body 
weight (1 gram per 1,000 pounds) once 
daily for 5 to 7 days by addition to the 
daily grain ration. 

(3) Treatment beyond the initial 5- to 
7-day period may be indicated. A main¬ 
tenance dosage level should be indi¬ 
vidualized for each animal. 

(4) This drug should not be adminis¬ 
tered to horses with active gastroin¬ 
testinal, hepatic, or renal disease. 

(5) Not for use in horses intended for 
food. 

(6) Federal law restricts this drug to 
use by or on the order of a licensed 
veterinarian. 

(Sec. 512(i), 82 Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b(t))) 

Effective date. This regulation shall 
become effective on February 9, 1976. 

Dated: January 30,1976. 

C. D. Van Houweling, 

Director, 

Bureau of Veterinary Medicine. 

|FR Doc.76-3752 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 75N-0245] 

PART 558—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
USE IN ANIMAL FEEDS 

Tylosin, Sulfamethazine 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated a new animal drug ap¬ 
plication (99-561V) filed by Cadco, Inc., 
P.O. Box 3599, 10100 Douglas Ave., Des 
Moines, IA 50322, proposing safe and 
effective use of tylosin and sulfametha¬ 
zine premix in the manufacture of swine 
feeds. The application is approved, ef¬ 
fective February 9.1976. 

In accordance with § 514.11(e) (2) 
(ii) (21 CFR 514.11(e) (2) (ii)) of the 
animal drug regulations, a summary of 
the safety and effectiveness of data and 
information submitted to support the 
approval of this application is released 
publicly. The summary is available for 
public examination at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk. Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, Monday 
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through Friday from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m* 
except on Federal legal holidays. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(1), 82 
Stat. 347 (21 UJS.C. 360b(1))) and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
(21 CFR 2.120), Part 558 is amended in 
§ 558.630 by revising paragraph (b) (3) 
to read as follows: 

§ 558.630 Tylosin and sulfamethazine. 

• • • ♦ • 

(b) • ♦ • 

(3) To 011490, 016968, 017255. 025796, 
034500: 10 grams per pound each, para¬ 
graph (f) (2) (ii) of this section. 

* • • • • 

Effective date. This regulation shall be 
effective on February 9,1976. 

(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b(l) )) 
Dated: January 30,1976. 

C. D. Van Houweling, 

Director , 

Bureau of Veterinary Medicine . 
[FR Doc.76-3753 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am| 


Title 26—Internal Revenue 

CHAPTER I—INTERNAL REVENUE SERV¬ 
ICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

[T.D. 74021 

PART 11—TEMPORARY INCOME TAX REG¬ 
ULATIONS UNDER THE EMPLOYEE RE¬ 
TIREMENT INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 
1974 

Time When Contributions to “H.R. 10” 
Plans Deemed Made 

Preamble. This document contains 
temporary income tax regulations (26 
CFR Part 11) under section 404(a)(6) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as 
amended by section 1013(c)(2) of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974 (88 Stat. 923) (hereinafter 
referred to as the “Act”). and Is appli¬ 
cable for purposes of the election pro¬ 
vided in section 1017(i) of the Act, as 
added by section 402 of the Tax Reduc¬ 
tion Act of 1975 (89 Stat. 47). 

Section 404(a) (6) of the Code, as 
amended by the Act, provides that a pay¬ 
ment to a pension trust, an employees' 
retirement annuity, or a stock bonus or 
profit-sharing trust shall be deemed to 
be made as of the last day of the taxable 
year of the employer if it is on account of 
such year and is actually made within 
the time prescribed for the filing of the 
employer’s income tax return for such 
year (including extensions thereof). 

Section 1017 of the Act provides effec¬ 
tive dates with respect to the amend¬ 
ment to section 404(a)(6) of the Code 
under various circumstances. In general, 
the amendment to section 404(a)(6) 
(prescribed by the Act applies, to con¬ 
tributions to plans in existence on Janu¬ 
ary l, 1974, for taxable years of an em¬ 
ployer ending with or within plan years 
beginning after December 31, 1975, and 
to contributions to other plans for tax¬ 
able years of an employer ending with 
or within plan years beginning after Sep¬ 
tember 2, 1974. 
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Section 402 of the Tax Reduction Act 
of 1975 provides that an employer mak¬ 
ing a contribution to an “H.R. 10” plan 
in existence on January 1. 1974, may 
elect, in such manner and in such time 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may be 
regulations provided, to have the amend¬ 
ment to section 404(a) (6) of the Code 
apply for plan years beginning after 
December 31, 1974. The election, once 
made, is irrevocable. 

Under § 11.404 (a)(6)-l of the tem¬ 
porary regulations, the election described 
above is effective with respect to a con¬ 
tribution made within the time pre¬ 
scribed which is on account of the pre¬ 
ceding year, if the contribution is 
claimed on the tax return of the employ¬ 
er for the period to which the contribu¬ 
tion relates. No formal statement is 
required. An employer whose return was 
due. without regard to extensions of time, 
on or before April 15, 1976, also may 
make the election by filing an amended 
return or claim for refund on or before 
September 30,1976. 

Adoption of regulations. In order to 
prescribe temporary regulations (26 CFR 
Part 11) to reflect the election prescribed 
in the Tax Reduction Act of 1975, the 
following temporary regulation is hereby 
adopted: 

§ 11.404(a) (6)—1 Time when contribu¬ 
tions to “H.R. 10” plans considered 
made. 

(a) In general. Section 404(a)(6), as 
amended by section 1013(c) (2) of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974, provides that for purposes 
of paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of sec¬ 
tion 404(a). a taxpayer shall be deemed 
to have made a payment on the last day 
of the preceding taxable year if the pay¬ 
ment is on account of such taxable year 
and is made not later than the time 
prescribed by law for filing the return 
for such taxable year (including exten¬ 
sions thereof). Under section 1017(b) of 
the Employee Retirement Income Se¬ 
curity Act of 1974 (prior to its amend¬ 
ment by the Tax Reduction Act of 1975), 
in the case of a plan which was in ex¬ 
istence on January 1, 1974, the foregoing 
provision generally applies for contribu¬ 
tions on account of taxable years of an 
employer ending with or within plan 
years beginning after December 31, 1975. 
In the case of a plan not in existence on 
January 1, 1974, the foregoing provision 
generally applies for contributions on 
account of taxable years of an employer 
ending with or within plan years begin¬ 
ning after September 2,1974. See § 11.410 
(a)-2(c) for time a plan is considered in 
existence. See also § 11.410(a)-2(d), 
which provides that a plan in existence 
on January 1, 1974 may elect to have 
certain provisions, including the amend¬ 
ment to section 404(a)(6) contained in 
section 1013 of the Employee Retirement 
Income Security Act of 1974, apply to a 
plan year beginning after September 2, 
1974, and before the otherwise applicable 
effective date contained in that section. 

(b) “H.R. 10” plans may elect new pro¬ 
vision. Under section 402 of the Tax Re¬ 
duction Act of 1975 (89 Stat. 47), in the 
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case of a plan which was in existence on 
January 1, 1974, and which provides 
contributions or benefits for employees 
some or all of whom are employees with¬ 
in the meaning of section 401(c)(1) of 
the Code and § 1.401-10(b), the provi¬ 
sion described in paragraph (a) of this 
section shall apply for taxable years of 
an employer ending with or within plan 
years beginning after December 31, 1974, 
but only if the employer (within the 
meaning of section 401(c) (4) of the Code 
and § 1.401-10(e)) elects to have such 
provisions apply as provided in para¬ 
graph (c) of this section. 

(c) Manner of election. The election 
described in paragraph (b) of this sec¬ 
tion shall be considered to be made if the 
employer (as described in paragraph (b) 
of this section) — 

(1) Makes a contribution which relates 
to his preceding taxable year within the 
time prescribed in paragraph (a) of this 
section to a plan described in paragraph 
(b) of this section, and 

(2) Claims a deduction for such contri¬ 
bution on his tax return for such year 
(or, in the case of a contribution by a 
partnership on behalf of a partner, the 
contribution is shown on Schedule K of 
the partnership tax return for such 
year); no formal statement is necessary. 
In the case of an employer whose income 
tax return for the year on account of 
which the payment is made is required 
to be filed (determined without regard to 
extensions of time) on or before April 15, 
1976, and who made a payment within 
the time prescribed in paragraph (a) of 
tliis section, the election also may be 
made by filing an amended return or 
claim for refund with respect to such 
year on or before September 30,1976. 

(d) Election is irrevocable. Any election 
made under paragraph (c) of this sec¬ 
tion, once made, shall be irrevocable. 

(e> Examples. The rules of this section 
are illustrated by the following examples. 

Example (1). On October 15, 1976, the ABC 
Partnership made a contribution to the ABC 
Profit Sharing Plan and Trust on behalf of 
partners and common-law employees with 
respect to the plan year ending December 31, 
1975. The ABC Profit Sharing Trust was ex¬ 
empt under section 501 (a) throughout 1975. 
The contribution for both partners and em¬ 
ployees was reflected on the partnership re¬ 
turn for the calendar year 1975 which was 
filed on October 10, 1976; proper extensions 
of the due date of the partnership return had 
been received, extending the due date to Oc¬ 
tober 15, 1976. The election is valid since all 
requirements of this section have been met. 

Example (2). The XYZ Partnership made a 
plan contribution on April 10, 1976, with re¬ 
spect to the plan year ending December 31, 

1975, but the amount contributed for 1975 
was not reflected in the partnership return 
filed for the calendar year 1976 on April 15, 

1976. However, the XYZ Partnership filed an 
amended partnership return for the year 1975 
on September 30, 1976, claiming a deduction 
for the employee-related contribution and 
setting forth on Schedule K the contribu¬ 
tion relating to partners. The election is 
valid, since the contribution on account of 
1975 was made within the time required, and 
was shown on the amended tax return of the 
employer for 1975 filed within the time pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (c) (2) of this section. 
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Example (J). Mr. Smith, a sole proprietor 
whose taxable year la the calendar year, made 
a contribution to the Smith Profit Sharing 
Plan and Trust on April 15, 1976, for the 
plan year which began December 1, 1974, and 
ended November 30. 1975. The plan was in 
existence on January 1, 1974. Since the con¬ 
tribution was made within the time pre¬ 
scribed by this section and was on account 
of a taxable year of the employer ending 
within a plan year which began after De¬ 
cember 31. 1974. the contribution may be 
deducted on Mr. Smith’s return for 1975, 
even though the contribution was for a plan 
year beginning before December 31, 1974. 

Example (4). The DEP Partnership, re¬ 
porting its Income on the basis of a fiscal 
year ending June 30, made a contribution to 
its “H.R. 10” plan which was In existence 
on January 1, 1974, and whose plan year was 
the calendar year. The contribution was 
made on Sentember 30, 1975. and was on 
account of the taxable year of the partner¬ 
ship ending June 30, 1975. The contribution 
was properly reflected in the partnership re¬ 
turn for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1975. 
The partnership’s election to have section 404 
(a)(6), as amended, apply to its fiscal year 
endlDg June 30, 1975, is valid since that year 
ended with or within a plan year beginning 
after December 31,1974. 

Because of the need for immediate 
guidance with respect to the provisions 
contained in this Treasury decision, it is 
found impracticable to issue it with no¬ 
tice and public procedure thereon under 
subsection (b) of section 553 of Title 5 
of the United States Code or subject to 
the effective date limitation of subsection 
(d) of that section. 

(This Treasury decision is issued under 
the authority contained in section 7805 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 ( 68A Stat. 
917; 26UJ3.C. 7805).) 

Donald C. Alexander, 

Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. 

Approved: January 30.1976. 

William M. Goldstein, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury . 

I PR Doc.76-3807 Filed 2-4-76:4:21 pm] 


Title 28—Judicial Administration 

CHAPTER I—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

I Order No. 638-76) 

PART O—ORGANIZATION OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Consumer Affairs Coordination 

This order amends the functions of the 
Office of Policy and Planning by creating 
a Consumer Affairs Unit to assist in co¬ 
ordinating the Department of Justice's 
consumer-related activities and pro¬ 
grams. 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
by 28 U.S.C. 509, 510 and 5 U.S.C. 301. 
subpart E of Part 0 of Chapter I of Title 
28. Code of Federal Regulations, is 
amended as follows: 

§ 0.6 [Amended] 

1. Paragraph <c) of § 0.6 is redesig¬ 
nated paragraph (d). 

2. A new paragraph (c) of g 0.6 is in¬ 
serted immediately after paragraph (b), 
to read as follows: 

• • • • • 
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(c) Establish a Consumer Affairs Unit 
within the Office of Policy and Planning, 
to be headed by a Consumer Affairs Ad¬ 
visor appointed by the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral— 

(1) To assist the Attorney General and 
the Deputy Attorney General in the de¬ 
velopment and coordination of all De¬ 
partmental policies, procedures, and pro¬ 
grams affecting consumers; 

(2) To serve as liaison with ether fed T 
eral, state, and local agencies whose ac¬ 
tivities affect consumers with regard to 
matters within the jurisdiction of the 
Department; and 

(3) To provide such additional sup¬ 
port as may be necessary to insure prop¬ 
er consideration of the potential effect 
of Departmental activities on consum¬ 
ers. 

Dated: January 31, 1976. 

Edward H. Levi, 
Attorney General. 

[FR Doc.76-3726 Filed 2-e-76;8:45 am] 


Title 31— Money and Finance: Treasury 

CHAPTER II—FISCAL SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

SUBCIJAPTER A—BUREAU OF GOVERNMENT 
FINANCIAL OPERATIONS 

PART 223— SURETY COMPANIES DOING 
BUSINESS WITH THE UNITED STATES 

Schedule of Fees 

In the Federal Register of Decem¬ 
ber 29, 1975, at page 59600, as corrected 
in the Federal Register of January 6, 
1976, at page 1077, there was published 
a notice of proposed rulemaking to 
amend 31 CFR Part 223 (also appearing 
as Department Circular 297), governing 
surety companies doing business with the 
United States. Interested parties were 
given 30 days, ending on January 28, 
1976, in which to submit written views 
or comments with regard to the amend¬ 
ment. As no written views or comments 
requiring changes were received during 
the 30 day period, the Department finds 
that there is no good cause to postpone 
the proposed amendment’s stated effec¬ 
tive date. Accordingly, the proposed 
amendment, as corrected, is hereby 
adopted effective January 31, 1976. 

Dated: January 29, 1976. 

David Mosso, 
Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 

Section 223.22 is amended by revising 
the first sentence of the introductory 
text and paragraphs (a) and (c) to read 
as follows: 

§ 223.22 Schedule of fees. 

The fees specified below shall be im¬ 
posed and collected for services per¬ 
formed by the Treasury Department, 
whether the action requested is granted 
or denied, effective January 31, 
1976. • • • 

(a) For examining a company’s appli¬ 
cation for a certificate of authority as 
an acceptable surety on Federal bonds, 
or for examining a company’s applica¬ 
tion for a certificate of authority as an 


acceptable reinsuring company on such 
bonds: $800 (see § 223.2). 

• • • • » 

(c) For determining the continuing 
qualifications for annual renewal of a 
company's certificate of authority: $550 
(see § 223.3). 

(5 U.S.C. 301, 31 U.S.C. 483a (6 UJS.C. 6-13)) 
|FR Doc.76-3799 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 

Title 33— Navigation and Navigable Waters 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

1CGD 1-76-1TJ 

PART 127—SECURITY ZONES 

Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 
Termination 

The security zone encompassing the 
land area of Coast Guard Support Center 
Boston, Massachusetts and the waters 
surrounding Pier 1, Pier 2, and Pier 3, 
at the Coast Guard Support Center Bos¬ 
ton, Massachusetts as established by the 
Commander. First Coast Guard District 
on January 9, 1976 and published in the 
January 14. 1976 Federal Register (41 
FR 2086) is terminated as of January 29, 
1976. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 127 of Title 33 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations is amended by revok¬ 
ing § 127.100. 

(60 US.C. 191; 49 U.S.C. 1655(b); E.O. 10173, 
E.O. 10277, E.O. 10352. E.O. 11249; 3 CFR 
1949-1953 Comp. 356, 778, 873; 3 CFR 1964- 
1965 Comp. 349; 33 CFR Part 6. 49 CFR 1.46 

<b)) 

Effective date. This amendment is ef¬ 
fective January 29,1976. 

Dated: January 30,1976. 

James P. Stewart, 
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commander , First Coast 
Guard District, Boston, Mas¬ 
sachusetts. 

(FR Doc.76-3805 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER II—SOCIAL AND REHABILITA¬ 
TION SERVICE (ASSISTANCE PRO 
GRAMS), DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

PART 228—SOCIAL SERVICES PROGRAMS 
FOR INDIVIDUALS AND FAMILIES: 
TITLE XX OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY 
ACT 

Change of Base Period for Group 
Eligibility Services 

Section 228.61 is revised to expand the 
base period so that States which were 
providing services under title IV-A or VI 
on the basis of group eligibility on July 1, 
1975, or at any time during the two quar¬ 
ters prior to that date may continue to 
provide such services on a group eligibil¬ 
ity basis until March 31,1976 if the serv¬ 
ices are described in the State’s title XX 
services plan. The current regulation 
specifies that such services on a group 
eligibility basis may be continued only 
If they were being so delivered as of July 
1,1975. 
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Since issuance of the current regula¬ 
tion on October 3, 1975, the Department 
has become aware that designation of 
the July 1. 1975 date was operationally 
unfeasible because some States, in plan¬ 
ning for their first program year under 
title XX (which requires determination 
of eligibility on an individual basis only), 
had ceased providing group eligibility 
services prior to July 1,1975. 

The purpose of the revision is to avoid 
penalizing States for expenditures they 
may have incurred or will incur in pro¬ 
viding services on the basis of group eli¬ 
gibility until March 31, 1976. The basis 
for the revision is the Department's be¬ 
lief that States acted in good faith in 
ceasing provision of group eligiblity 
services under title IV-A or VI before 
July 1, 1975 in preparation for title XX. 
This was a transitional period for the 
States with many problems to be solved 
before the start of the title XX program 
on October 1, 1975. The Department rec¬ 
ognizes the need for flexibility in this 
transitional period. 

There is good cause to dispense with 
proposed rulemaking in order to avoid 
delay in reimbursing States for expendi¬ 
tures incurred in providing services on 
the basis of group eligibility under title 
IV-A or VI. However, consideration will 
be given to any written comments, sug¬ 
gestions or objections received by the 
Acting Administrator. Social and Reha¬ 
bilitation Service, Department of Health. 
Education, and Welfare. P.O. Box 2366, 
Washington. D.C. 20013 by March 10, 
1976. 

Such comments will be available for 
public inspection in Room 5225 of the De¬ 
partment's offices at 330 C Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C., beginning approxi¬ 
mately two weeks after publication in the 
Federal Register, Monday through Fri¬ 
day of each week from 8:30 a.m. to 5:30 
p.m. (202/245-0950). 

Accordingly, 1 228.61(c)(1) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 228.61 Determination of eligibility. 

• • • • • 

(c) Eligibility phase-in ( IV-A and 
VI). Recipients of services under titles 
IV-A and VI on September 30, 1975 may 
continue to receive those services, if they 
are identified in the title XX services 
plan, until eligibility is determined, but 
in no event later than March 31. 1976. 
Individuals who meet the conditions 
which had been established for group 
eligibility under title IV-A or VI may be¬ 
gin participation after September 30, 
1975 in a service provided in a facility on 
a group basis if: 

(1) The individuals live in the geo¬ 
graphic location where the facility was 
delivering the service on a group eligibil¬ 
ity basis, as approved under title IV-A 
or VI, as of July 1,1975 or during the pre¬ 
ceding two quarters, and 

• • • * • 

(See. 1102, 49 Stat. 647 (42 TT.S.C. 1302)) 

Effective date: October 1, 1975. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.754, Public Assistance—Social 
Services) 
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Dated: January 14.1976. 

John A. Svahn, 

Acting Administrator, 
Social and Rehabilitation Service. 

Approved: February 2,1976. 

Majorie Lynch, 

Acting Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-3759 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 

Title 47—Telecommunication 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 20616] 

PART 7 3 —RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 
Table of Assignments 

Report and order. In the Matter of 
amendment of 5 73202(b), Table of 
assignments, FM Broadcast Stations. 
(Shallotte, N.C.; Rainelle, W. Va.; Pana, 
Illinois: Montgomery City, Missouri; 
Malta, Montana), Docket No. 20616, RM- 
2540, RM-2549, RM-2546, RM-2553, RM- 
2548. 

1. The Commission has before it the 
Notice of proposed rulemaking adopted 
October 7, 1975 (40 F.R. 48945). inviting 
comments on a number of changes in the 
FM Table of Assignments (§ 73.202(b) of 
the rules). The communities, channel 
assignments proposed, and petitioning 
parties are as follows: 

RM-2540—Channel 228A to Shallotte. North 
Carolina. 1 (Union Broadcasting 
Corporation) 

RM-2546—Channel 244A to Rainelle, West 
Virginia, (The R-B Company. 
Inc.) 

RM-2548—Channel 265A to Pana. Illinois, 
(Larry W. Craig) 

RM-2549—Channel 280A to Montgomery City. 

Missouri, (Vincent Charles 
Myles) 

RM-2553—Channel 261A to Malta, Montana, 
(W. L. Hoi ter) 

2. In each of the above cases, the peti¬ 
tioning party seeks the assignment of a 
first Class A FM channel without requir¬ 
ing any other changes in the FM Table 
of Assignments. Each assignment can be 
made in conformance with the Commis¬ 
sion’s minimum mileage separation rule. 
(See footnote 1.) Each petitioning party 
stated its intent to apply for the channel, 
if assigned, and to build a station if au¬ 
thorized. There were no oppositions to 
the proposals. 

3. We have given careful consideration 
to all comments, supporting statements 
and other pleadings, and find it in the 
public interest to assign the proposed FM 
channel which would provide for a first 
local FM service to the above-listed com¬ 
munities. In the notice of proposed rule- 
making in this proceeding, we set out the 
economic and other information pertain¬ 
ing to the need for a first FM assign¬ 
ment in each of the communities. We 
shall, therefore, not repeat it in this 
document. 

4. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments contained herein appears in 


1 In order to meet the minimum spacing re¬ 
quirements of our rules, a site southeast of 
Shallotte. North Carolina, would be required. 
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sections 4(1), 5(d)(1). 303, and 307(b> 
of the Communications Act of J934. as 
amended, and § 0.281(b) (6) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 

5. In view of the foregoing: It is or¬ 
dered, That effective March 15, 1976, 
§ 73.202(b) of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, the FM Table of Assign¬ 
ments is amended to read as follows 
with regard to communities listed: 

Channel 


State and city: No. 

Illinois, Pana_ 265A 

Missouri, Montgomery City_ 280A 

Montana, Malta_ 261A 

North Carolina, Shallotte_ 228A 

West Virginia, Rainelle_ 244A 


(Secs. 4, 5, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 
1066, 1068, 1082, 1083: (47 U.S.C. 154, 155. 303, 
307)) 

6. It is further ordered , That this 
proceeding is terminated. 

Adopted: January 30, 1976. 

Released: February 3, 1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal! Wallace E. Johnson, 

Chief, Broadcast Bureau. 
IFR Doc.76-3770 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 204801 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 
Table of Assignments 

Second report and order . In the mat¬ 
ter of amendment of 5 73.202(b), Table 
of assignments, FM Broadcast Stations. 
(St. Helena/Santa Rosa, Calif.; 
Kalkaska. Mich.; Newberry, Mich.; 
Tarkio-Rock Port, Missouri; Surfside 
Beach, S.C.; Trenton, Tenn.), Docket No. 
20480. RM-2515, RM-2516, RM-2519, 
RM-2525, RM-2513, RM-2526. 

1. The Commission has before it the 
notice of proposed rulemaking adopted 
May 9. 1975 (40 FR 22002), inviting com¬ 
ments on proposals for FM assignments 
to several communities. In a First Report 
and Order, adopted October 14, 1975 (40 
FR 49332), the Commission disposed of 
all matters before it except RM-2513 
(Newberry. Michigan), to be decided 
herein, and RM-2519 (Kalkaska, Michi¬ 
gan) to be decided at a later date. The 
Notice proposed the assignment of 
Channel 237A to Newberry, Michigan, as 
its first FM assignment in response to a 
petition submitted by Leon B. Van Dam. 
A counterproposal to assign Channel 234 
to Manistique, Michigan, and to assign 
Channel 228A to Newberry, Michigan, as 
first FM assignments to each community 
was submitted by WTIQ, Inc., licensee of 
AM Station WTIQ, Manistique. 1 The 
only other commenting party is Ollie’s 
Idea, Inc., licensee of Stations WGON 
(AM) and WQXO(FM), Munising, 
Michigan. 


1 The minimum mileage separation require¬ 
ment under § 73.207(a) of the Commission's 
rules for Channels 234 and 237A is 65 miles. 
Manistique is situated approximately 45 miles 
from Newberry. 
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2. Newberry, Michigan (pop. 2,334) 1 
the seat of Luce County (pop. 6,789), is 
located in the eastern portion of Michi¬ 
gan’s Upper Peninsula approximately 55 
miles west of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan. 
Local aural service is provided by AM 
Station. WNBY (Class IV), the only sta¬ 
tion in Luce County. 

3. Manistique. Michigan (pop. 4,324), 
the seat of Schoolcraft County (pop. 
8,226) is situated on Lake Michigan ap¬ 
proximately 45 miles southwest of New¬ 
berry also on the Upper Peninsula. Local 
aural service is provided by AM Station 
WTIQ (Class IV), licensed to the 
counterproponent, the only station in 
Schoolcraft County. 

4. The following demographic infor¬ 
mation has been provided by WTIQ, Inc., 
regarding the need for the assignment of 
a wide-coverage-area Class C channel to 
serve Manistique and its surrounding 
area. It states that Schoolcraft County 
encompasses an area of 1,181 square 
miles (larger than the State of Rhode 
Island) and is served by only one AM 
station located at Manistique in the 
southern portion of the county. We are 
also told that Manistique is the center 
for retail shopping for the central por¬ 
tion of the Upper Peninsula and attracts 
many tourists to its shoreline for fishing 
and camping. In addition, WTIQ, Inc., 
relates that wood processing and mineral 
industries provide many jobs to county 
residents and that a modern airport and 
a new marina are typical of the recent 
growth in facilities in this area. The city 
government consists of a five-member 
council and a city-manager while the 
county government has a Board of 
Supervisors and the essential county 
offices and services. 

5. WTIQ, Inc., alleges that under our 
Roanoke Rapids criteria (9 P.C.C. 2d 672 
(1967)), a Class C station operating with 
power of 75 kW and antenna height of 
500 ft. AAT would provide a first FM 
service to 10,810 persons in an area of 
1,682 square miles and a second FM serv¬ 
ice to 3,420 persons in a 243 square mile 
area. In comparison, it claims that a 
Class A station operating at maximum 
facilities would offer a first FM service 
to 6,072 persons in an area of 491 square 
miles and no second FM service. 7 8 * Fur¬ 
ther, it states that all of Schoolcraft 
County and significant portions of ad¬ 
joining counties would receive at least 
1 mV/m service. Regarding preclusion, 
it notes that no community of 1,000 or 
more persons which (1) is not now within 
the city grade service contour of an FM 


8 All population figures are taken from the 
1970 U.S. Census. 

■This showing does not include the pro¬ 
posed Class A station for Newberry. If such a 
station were Included, the first PM service 
provided by a Manistique Class C station 
would be reduced to 9,360 persons in a 1,476 
square mile area. The second FM service 
figures would not be affected. A Newberry 
Class A station would not diminish the 
Roanoke Rapids showing for a Manistique 
Class A showing since the 60 dBu (1 mV/m) 
contours of the Class A stations would not 
overlap. 
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station, (2) or is not within the 15-mile 
area of a vacant assignment, or (3) does 
not already have an FM station, would 
be affected, except the communities of 
Baraga and L’Anse, only three miles 
apart, which have Channel 252A alter¬ 
nately available for assignment. Addi¬ 
tionally, WTIQ, Inc., argues that the 
Commission has previously assigned 
Class C channels to small communities 
in order to provide service to large areas 
of sparse population. 4 WTIQ, Inc., also 
states that Channel 228A can be assigned 
to Newberry consistent with the Com¬ 
mission’s minimum mileage separation 
requirements and that no reason has 
been offered which would indicate that 
proposed Channel 237A is peculiarly 
suitable to Newberry. 

6. Petitioner, in reply comments, op¬ 
poses the assignment of a Class C chan¬ 
nel to Manistique urging instead that a 
Class A channel would adequately serve 
the needs of Manistique and its sur¬ 
rounding area. It notes that 97.5 percent 
of Schoolcraft County consists of fed¬ 
eral, state or commercial timber holdings 
and that 98 percent of the county’s popu¬ 
lation resides within 24.5 miles of Manis¬ 
tique. It contends that due to the absence 
of adverse terrain factors, a Class A 
station could reasonably be expected to 
provide a 1 mV/m signal up to 25.5 miles. 
Thus, it believes that WTIQ, Inc., in sug¬ 
gesting a Class C assignment, is more 
concerned with serving the larger cities 
of Escanaba and Gladstone rather than 
its proposed city of license.* Petitioner 
also states that in the coverage area pro¬ 
posed by WTIQ, Inc., two Class C FM 
stations at Marquette, Michigan, and a 
Class A FM station at Munising; Michi¬ 
gan, presently operate and that addi¬ 
tional service will be provided by an edu¬ 
cational station now under construc¬ 
tion at Marquette, two unoccupied Class 
C assignments at Escanaba, 4 and a Class 
A FM station if assigned to Manistique. 
Finally, petitioner urges that we consider 
the economic impact on the smaller sta¬ 
tions in the eastern portion of the Upper 
Peninsula if a Class C channel were 
assigned to Manistique. 

7. Ollie’s Idea, Inc., also opposes the 
assignment of a Class C channel to 
Manistique. It states that a wide-cover¬ 
age-area station would impose great 
hardships on stations in the smaller local 
markets of the central portion of the 
Upper Peninsula and that counter¬ 
proponent’s real purpose in requesting a 
Class C channel is to serve the larger 


4 WTIQ, Inc., cites Sault Ste. Marie, Michi¬ 
gan, 44 F.C.C. 2d 786 (1974); Pocomoke City, 
Maryland. 42 F.C.C. 2d 338 (1973); Gregory, 
South Dakota. 46 F.C.C. 2d 471 (1973), and 
Policy to Govern Requests for Additional FM 
Assignments, 8 F.C.C. 2d 79 (1967). 

® WTIQ’s engineering exhibit indicates that 
the 1 mV/m signal from its proposed facility 
of 75 kW power and 600 ft. AAT would not 
reach the cities of Escanaba and Gladstone. 

• Channel 246 at Escanaba has been applied 
for by Alpine Broadcasting Co. (BPH-9665) 
filed October 17. 1975. 


markets of Marquette and Escanaba/ 
It notes that its Class A station at 
Munising provides service to an area of 
45 miles with a good listening signal due 
to flat terrain in the Upper Peninsula 
area. Finally, it claims that if a Class 
C channel should be assigned anywhere 
in this area Munising should receive it 
since it was the first community out of 
the three to obtain a Class A frequency, 
its economic base is not tourism but 
paper and forest products and the popu¬ 
lation of the respective communities are 
almost identical. 8 

8. Regarding the need for a Class C 
channel at Manistique, we noted in Sault 
Ste. Marie, Michigan, 44 F.C.C. 2d 786 
(1974), that the Upper Peninsula is a 
relatively isolated area overwhelmed by 
severe winter weather conditions. We 
were of the view that limiting Sault Ste. 
Marie to Class A stations, as was sug¬ 
gested by one of the parties in that case, 
would mean that needs of residents in 
that portion of the Upper Peninsula 
would not be met. Departures from our 
policy of assigning Class A channels to 
smaller communities have been made 
where the small community is located in 
a sparsely settled rural area far from 
any metropolitan areas or population 
centers.* We note that very few stations 
provide service to outlying areas of this 
region. It is true, in the present case, 
that a Class A station would provide a 
first FM service to a large number of 
persons; however we cannot discount the 
significance of the increase in first and 
second FM service provided by a Class 
C channel. The difference amounts to 
4,738 persons or approximately 44% in 
first FM service and the full 3,420 per¬ 
sons for second FM service. The assign¬ 
ment of a Class A channel to Newberry 
diminishes this first service showing by 
only 1,450 persons. In light of these fig¬ 
ures and in accord with one of our most 
important priorities—provision of a first 
FM service to as much of the United 
States as possible, 10 we believe that the 
public interest would be best served by 
assigning a Class C channel to Manis¬ 
tique. However, we must insist upon op¬ 
eration of a station on the Class C chan¬ 
nel with at least 75 kW E.R.P. and 500 
feet AAT as proposed by WTIQ, Inc., in 
order to obtain the Roanoke Rapids fig¬ 
ures upon which we base our decision 
in this case. 

9. Petitioner’s contention that a Class 
A station could reasonably be expected 
to provide 1 mV/m service up to 25.5 
miles cannot be given weight. According 
to the FM propagation curves, the 1 
mV/m signal of a Class A station operat- 


7 See footnote 5, supra. Marquette also lies 
beyond the proposed lmV/m contour as 
shown by counterproponent's exhibit. 

6 Munising has a population of 3,677. 

•Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., supra; Gregory, 
South Dakota, supra. 

10 See further notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing in Docket No. 14185, 27 F.R. 7797 (1962) 
Incorporated by reference in the Third Re¬ 
port, Memorandum Opinion and Order in 
Docket 14185, 40 F.C.C. 747, 758 (1963); «ee 
also Anainosa and Iowa City, Iowa, 46 F.C.C. 
2d 520 (1974). 
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ing with maximum facilities can only 
be expected to extend 14 to 15 miles from 
the transmitter site. Petitioner’s showing 
is based upon the use of a field strength 
meter which he claims was tested against 
another meter. But no information is 
submitted which verifies the accuracy 
of either meter and we have not been 
provided information regarding the man¬ 
ner in which the signal intensity meas¬ 
urements were taken. 

10. With regard to the statement by 
Ollie’s Idea, Inc., that Munising should 
receive a Class C channel over Manis- 
tique, we have not received adequate in¬ 
formation upon which we could evaluate 
the needs of the Munising area. At the 
very least we would expect a showing 
that the Roanoke Rapids figures for 
Manistique would be approached by a 
Class C assignment at Munising. Thus 
we cannot seriously consider the sug¬ 
gestion by Ollie’s Idea, Inc. that a Class 
C channel be assigned to Munising. 

11. Preclusion regarding the assign¬ 
ment of Channel 234 to Manistique 
would occur on Channels 232A, 233, 234, 
235 and 237A. The preclusion areas on 
Channels 233 and 235 are small and con¬ 
tain no communities of sufficient size to 
warrant an assignment. On the remain¬ 
ing channels, communities in the pre¬ 
cluded areas, which do not have local 
broadcast facilities include K. I. Sawyer 
(pop. 6.679, unincorporated), Gwinn 
(pop. 1,054, unincorporated), Gladstone 
(pop. 5,237). Negaunee (pop. 5,248>, 
Baraga (pop. 1,116) and L’Anse (pop. 
2,538). Channel 288A could be assigned 
to either K. I. Sawyer or Gwinn which 
are located close to Marquette and Ish- 
peming where there are a number of 
stations and city-grade FM services are 
received by both precluded communities. 
Gladstone can use one of the two un¬ 
occupied Class C channels assigned to 
Escanaba 11 since the two cities are lo¬ 
cated less than 15 miles apart. See 
5 73.203(b) of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations. Negaunee is located ad¬ 
jacent to Ishpeming which has two FM 
and two AM stations. Finally, Baraga 
and L’Anse have Channel 252A available 
to either one of the communities which 
are located 3 miles apart. 

12. Canadian concurrence of the chan¬ 
nels assigned herein has been obtained. 

13. Authority for the action taken 
herein is contained in sections 4(i), 5(d) 
(1), 303 and 307(b) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and 
5 0.281(b) (6) of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations. 

14. Accordingly, it is ordered, That ef¬ 
fective March 8, 1976, the FM Table of 
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations, is amended 
regarding the cities listed below: 

Channel 


City and State: No. 

Manistique, Mich- 1 234 

Newberry, Mich. 228A 


l Any application for this channel must 
specify at least an effective radiated power of 
75 kW and antenna height of 500 feet above 
average terrain or equivalent. 


u See footnote 6, supra. 
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(Secs. 4, 5. 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended. 
1066. 1068, 1082. 1083: (47 U.S.C. 154, 155, 
303, 307)) 

Adopted: January 22,1976. 

Released: January 30,1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace E. Johnson, 

Chief, Broadcast Bureau. 

| FR Doc.76-3773 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 amj 


(Docket No. 203751 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

Television Broadcast Stations in 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Report and order—(Proceeding termi¬ 
nated) . In the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.606(b), Table of assignments. Tele¬ 
vision Broadcast Stations. (Atlanta. 
Georgia), Docket No. 20375. RM-2383. 

1. The Commission has under consid¬ 
eration its notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing adopted February 25. 1975 (40 FR 
11611), inviting comments on a proposal 
to assign UHF television Channel 69 to 
Atlanta, Georgia, as a seventh commer¬ 
cial assignment. 1 The Notice was re¬ 
leased in response to a petition filed by 
John Hartrampf which sought the as¬ 
signment of Channel 63, or any other 
available and unassigned UHF channel, 
to Atlanta. Since the use of Channel 69 
would cause less preclusion than any of 
the other channels under consideration, 
its assignment was proposed. Comments 
were requested by April 30, 1975, and re¬ 
ply comments by May 20, 1975. 

2. In response to the Notice, petitioner 
filed comments objecting to the specific 
Commission proposal. The Commission is 
instead requested to issue a Further No¬ 
tice proposing the assignment of either 
Channel 63, 66, or 67, for which, peti¬ 
tioner states, he will submit an appli¬ 
cation for a construction permit. (Demo¬ 
graphic data submitted with the original 
petition in support of the need for an 
additional Atlanta assignment is incor¬ 
porated by reference.) 

3. By way of background information, 
it should be noted that the Commission 
originally considered the three channels 
suggested by petitioner, along with 
Channel 69, for their assignment possi¬ 
bilities to Atlanta. Of these four, only 
three could be assigned: Channels 66, 
67 and 69.* * These three channels were 
then studied for the preclusive impact 
each would have, and, based upon the re¬ 
sults of these studies, Channel 69 was 
proposed for assignment. 

4. The Atlanta assignment situation 
today is unchanged from that existing at 
the time of the Notice: Channels 66, 67, 
and 69 may be assigned In accordance 


1 Atlanta is currently assigned 6 commer¬ 
cial television broadcast channels (all occu¬ 
pied) and 2 noncommercial channels (one 
vacant). 

* Channel 63 was unavailable for consid¬ 
eration due to the assignment of Channel 
49 at Carrollton, Georgia, some 40 miles from 
Atlanta. The required separation for UHF 
television assignments fourteen channels re¬ 
moved is 60 miles. 
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with the Commission’s mileage separa¬ 
tion requirements; Channel 63 may not. 
The preclusive impact associated with 
assigning Channels 66 and 67 has 
changed, however, and these changes 
further militate against assigning a 
channel other than the one proposed. 
Specifically, two assignment proposals 
have been filed with the Commission 
since the release of the Notice that affect 
the desirability of assigning either of 
these channels. The first of these pro¬ 
poses the assignment of Channel 67 to 
Bryson City, North Carolina, on a re¬ 
served noncommercial basis. Atlanta and 
Bryson City are separated by approxi¬ 
mately 130 miles, however, which falls 
well short of meeting the required co¬ 
channel separation of 175 miles. More¬ 
over. Bryson City is located in an area 
of western North Carolina where assign¬ 
ment possibilities are at. or near, the 
saturation level. It would not be logical, 
therefore, to consider assigning Channel 
67 to Atlanta (in view of its impact on 
the Bryson City petition) when other 
UHF channels are available. 

5. The assignment of Channel 66 to 
Atlanta would have a substantially 
greater preclusionary impact than would 
the assignment of Channel 69. In addi¬ 
tion, it is noted that the desirability of 
assigning Channel 66 is further dimin¬ 
ished by a second petition (RM-2585) 
filed since adoption of the Notice. This 
petition seeks the use of Channel 54 at 
Huntsville, Alabama, approximately 150 
miles from Atlanta. Its Importance is 
that the assignment of Channel 69 at 
Atlanta would reduce the co-channel 
preclusion area associated with assigning 
Channel 54 to Huntsville. (This occurs 
because § 73.698, Table IV, requires a 
75-mile separation between assignments 
15 channels removed.) This benefit 
would not occur if Channel 66 were as¬ 
signed to Atlanta. Thus, those preclusion 
considerations originally favoring the 
assignment of Channel 69 have not de¬ 
creased but have rather markedly in¬ 
creased. For these reasons it is the Com¬ 
mission’s belief that the channel pro¬ 
posed appears to be the optimum 
channel available for use in Atlanta. 

6. The question remaining, however, is 
whether a channel should be assigned. 
Petitioner objects to the specific channel 
proposed and his comments do not reflect 
his intention to apply for its use If as¬ 
signed. On the other hand, they do re¬ 
flect petitioner’s desire for an additional 
Atlanta assignment to be made. 

7. Channel availability in this region 
Is quite low and. in general, new assign¬ 
ments should not be made to communi¬ 
ties in cases where interest in applying 
for their use is not precisely expressed. 
In this instance, however, the Commis¬ 
sion is inclined to make an exception 
and assign the channel as proposed. The 
information presented by petitioner in¬ 
dicates the Atlanta area is expanding 
and growing and might well support a 
seventh commercial television service, 
assuming someone applies for the use of 
the channel. If someone does not seek 
the use of the channel, the Commission 
is predisposed to consider deleting the 
assignment after a reasonable length of 
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time has passed. In any event, as¬ 
signment of the channel will afford 
interested parties, possibly including 
Hartrampf. the opportunity to apply for 
its use. 

8. In view of the foregoing and pur¬ 
suant to authority contained in sections 
4(i), 5(d) (1), 303 (g) and (r) and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and § 0.281(b) (6) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules: It is ordered, That, effec¬ 
tive March 12, 1976, the Television Table 
of Assignments contained in § 73.606(b) 
of the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions is amended with respect to the fol¬ 
lowing city to read as follows: 

City: Channel No. 

Atlanta. Ga _ 2. 5-, 11 + , 17-. *30, 36, 

46-, *57 + . and 69 

9. It is further ordered. That this pro¬ 
ceeding is terminated. 

(Sees. 4. 6, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 
1066, 1068, 1082, 1083; (47 U.S.C. 154, 155, 
303, 307) 

Adopted: January 28,1976. 

Released: February 2,1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

CsealI Wallace E. Johnson, 

Chief, 

Broadcast Bureau. 
[FR Doc.76-3772 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


| Docket No. 19314; FCC-76-661 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES 

Visual Transmission of Television 
Broadcast Stations 

Memorandum opinion and order. In 
the matter of amendment of Part 73, 
§ 73.682(a) (22) of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations concerning the inclusion 
of program identification patterns in the 
visual transmissions of television broad¬ 
cast stations, Docket No. 19314, RM-1462. 

1. In the present rulemaking proceed¬ 
ing, 1 initiated on September 8, 1971, FCC 
71-953, 36 FR 18657, the Commission 
undertook to determine a single basic 
issue—whether § 73.682(a) (22) of our 
rules should be amended or deleted. 

2. This rule was adopted on April 15, 
1970, in Docket No. 18605, 22 F.C.C. 2d 
536, as a result of a rulemaking proceed¬ 
ing initiated In response to a petition 
filed by International Digisonics Corpo¬ 
ration, now IDC Services, Inc. (IDC). 1 * 


i See 40 FR 26047, June 20, 1975. 

Section 73.682(a) (22) presently reads as 
follows: “The intervals within the first and 
last 10 microseconds of lines 22 through 24, 
and 260 through 262 (on a “field” basis) may 
contain coded patterns for the purpose of 
electronic identification of television broad¬ 
cast programs and spotannouncements. No 
single transmission of such coded programs 
shall exceed one second in duration. The 
transmissions of these patterns shall not re¬ 
sult in significant degradation of broadcast 
transmission.” 

As adopted in Docket No. 18606 in 1970, the 
rule referred to lines 21 through 23 and so 
read when the proceeding in the instant 
docket was commenced in 1971. By Order 
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Its purpose is to make possible television 
transmissions intended to be utilized in 
an automatic program identification 
service. Identification information con¬ 
tained in four small “patterns” placed 
at the four comers of the television pic¬ 
ture at the beginning and end of a pro¬ 
gram segment, present, in binary form, 
a number identifying that particular pro¬ 
gram. The location of the patterns re¬ 
quired by the rule is such that they would 
not be visible to the viewer of a normally 
adjusted television receiver. 

As adopted in Docket No. 18605 in 

1970, the rule referred to lines 21 through 
23 and so read when the proceeding in 
the instant docket was commenced in 

1971. By Order adopted December 12, 
1973, FCC 73-1312. the rule was amended 
to specify lines 22 through 24 rather 
than 21 through 23. This amendment is 
not relevant to the action taken in the 
present Memorandum Opinion and 
Order. 

3. In adopting the rule, the Commission 
found a program identification service, 
per se, to be a broadcast-related func¬ 
tion, and its rendition to be in the public 
interest. Employment of active picture 
area for the identification signal author¬ 
ized, while less than desirable, was con¬ 
sidered to be necessary in a system de¬ 
veloped for primary employment with 
programs recorded on motion picture 
film (a principal medium for the record¬ 
ing of television program material), 
since incorporation of the identification 
signal in the picture itself appeared es¬ 
sential for its successful transmission. 

4. After the rule became effective, IDC 
undertook to provide an identification 
service for advertisers interested in ob¬ 
taining an independent verification of 
the times their commercials were broad¬ 
cast over particular television stations. 
It established strategically placed unat¬ 
tended monitors in the major television 
markets for the purpose of intercepting 
identification patterns, which it had pre¬ 
viously arranged to insert in recorded 
program material, transmitted by the 
stations in each market. The identifying 
information extracted from the received 
signals, was relayed to a central com¬ 
puter, where it was correlated with re¬ 
lated material in the computer memory 
banks, and compiled in a form suitable 
for distribution to IDC’s clients. 

5. Almost from its inception, this serv¬ 
ice was plagued by the occurrence of 
pattern transmissions which failed to 
comply with the requirements of § 73.682 
(a) (22). In many instances, as amply 
attested by all concerned with this prob¬ 
lem, transmitted patterns occupied more 
of the active picture area than the rule 
permits, and on occasion were grossly 
misplaced. This difficulty was experi¬ 
enced primarily in the transmission of 
identification patterns printed on motion 


adopted December 12, 1973, FCC 73-1312, the 
rule was amended to specify lines 22 through 
24 rather than 21 through 23. This amend¬ 
ment Is not relevant to the action taken in 
the present Memorandum Opinion and 
Order. 


picture film, which has constituted the 
great bulk of recorded commercial mate¬ 
rial furnished for broadcast. The situa¬ 
tion persisted, despite strenuous and con¬ 
tinued efforts of IDC, working with film 
processors and broadcast station licen¬ 
sees, to devise and implement methods 
and procedures which would result in 
satisfactory pattern transmission. 

6. During this period, relying on IDC’s 
assurances that eventual compliance 
with the rule would be achieved when 
the parties involved in the preparation 
and transmission of program material on 
film containing identification patterns 
were furnished with the proper tools and 
educated in the procedures necessary to 
insure proper pattern transmission, the 
Commission refrained from active en¬ 
forcement procedures, and authorized 
transmissions not complying with cer¬ 
tain provisions of the rule through a se¬ 
ries of Public Notices, which, in effect, 
granted limited waivers of the rule to all 
television broadcast stations.* 

7. While some improvement in the 
situation resulted from IDC’s efforts, it 
eventually concluded that the processes 
of film production and projection were 
subject to inaccuracies and instabilities 
of such magnitude that identification 
patterns on film could not be transmit¬ 
ted consistently with the degree of preci¬ 
sion necessary to meet the requirements 
of the rule, and, in the petition which 
initiated the instant proceeding (Docket 
19314), sought an amendment of § 73.682 
(a) (22) to relax these requirements. 

8. It was in response to this petition 
that the notice of proposed rulemaking 
in the present proceeding was adopted, 
in which the ultimate issue proposed for 
consideration was whether § 73.682(a) 
(22) should be amended as IDC proposed, 
amended in some other way, or should be 
deleted. 

9. In a Report and Order in this pro¬ 
ceeding, adopted October 31, 1973. 43 
F.P.C. 2d 927, we found it not to be in 
the public interest to amend the rule 
either as IDC proposed in its petition, or 
in the even more relaxed form which IDC 
offered for consideration in its com¬ 
ments. 

10. Rather, we stated: 

We will retain 5 73.693 (sic) (a) (22) of 
our rules, as it now stands, for a period of 
two years, ending November 30, 1975, during 
which period we expect that Intensive efforts 
wiU be made to modify the existing identi¬ 
fication system so that it will be capable of 
functioning satisfactorily in accordance with 
the rule. 

At the end of this period, the Commission 
will reevaluate this situation, to determine 
what further action should be taken. If IDC 
has not found it feasible to make the modi¬ 
fications specified, we expect to delete the 
rule, on the basis of the record in this pro¬ 
ceeding, and require, on an orderly basis, the 


* FCC 70-1148. November 22. 1970; FCC 71- 
72, January 21, 1971; FCC 71-953. Septem¬ 
ber 17, 1971. See also Memorandum Opinion 
and Order (FCC 71-54) adopted January 18, 
1972. 
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termination of Identification transmissions 
under the present system • • 

11. We further stated: 

We expect IDC, within 30 days of the date 
of this Report and Order, to notify the 
Commission whether it Intends to undertake 
the equipment modifications necessary to 
permit the Identification system to function 
within the limitations of the existing rule, 
and If the response Is In the affirmative, to 
furnish us at successive 6 months intervals, 
with reports on its progress toward achieving 
this objective. 

12. On November 30, 1973, IDC noti¬ 
fied the Commission of its intent to make 
the required modifications. Subse¬ 
quently, it submitted four progress re¬ 
ports, filed on June 3, 1974, December 2, 

1974, July 31, 1975 (after the Commis¬ 
sion had granted an extension of time 
in which to file a report due on or about 
June 1), and on December 5, 1975. 

13. The first of these reports indi¬ 
cated that the necessary design changes 
for IDC monitoring equipment had been 
worked out, but further testing was 
needed. It established a schedule which 
looked toward the completion of the in¬ 
stallation of modified equipment by the 
end of the first quarter of 1975. The sec¬ 
ond report stated, in essence, that con¬ 
version was on schedule, and “installa¬ 
tion is planned to be complete by the end 
of the first quarter of 1975.” The de¬ 
layed report of July 31, 1975, while re¬ 
porting that a total of 25 monitors had 
been equipped and successfully operated 
with circuitry specifically designed for 
operation with three line identification 
patterns, further stated: 

In early 1975, however, a worsening na¬ 
tional economic recession, together with the 
expiration of prior financing commitments 
which had been relied upon, made It im¬ 
possible for IDC to continue to operate Its 
montoring equipment, then in place in 
forty-seven television markets, and. as dis¬ 
cussed above, functioning In compliance 
with the Commission’s requirements. 

It was indicated, however, that the 
monitoring equipment was being re¬ 
tained. and efforts would be made to se¬ 
cure additional financing “for further 
monitoring development, including re¬ 
activation of a monitoring system at the 
earliest practicable date, with due re¬ 
gard to the Commission's announced in¬ 
tention of reviewing its determination in 
Docket No. 19314 after November 30, 
1975“. 

14. In its final report of December 5, 

1975, however, it reveals that the hoped- 
for additional financial support had not 
been obtained, and that “the IDC moni¬ 
toring system remains inactive.” 

15. Patently, therefore, IDC has not 
met the conditions laid down in the 
Commission's Report and Order of Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1973. Nevertheless, it argues: 

Although the future of IDC's monitoring 
service is uncertain, therefore, IDC believes 
that the existence of present $ 73.682(a) (22) 
of the Commission’s rules would be of as¬ 
sistance in any future undertakings to pro¬ 
vide an automatic monitoring service for 
the broadcast industry and that its reten¬ 
tion, therefore, Is consistent with the pub¬ 
lic interest. 
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16. In anticipation of the approach¬ 
ing November 30 deadline for a demon¬ 
stration of IDC's ability to operate a 
monitoring system capable of meeting 
the transmission requirements of S 73.- 
682(a) (22), Newhouse Broadcasting 
Corporation, a participant in the pro¬ 
ceeding in Docket No. 18605, which 
adopted the aforementioned rule, filed a 
‘“supplemental statement," on Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1975, calling upon the Commis¬ 
sion to delete the rule forthwith. In this 
statement, Newhouse reviews the IDC 
reports which were available to it at the 
time its statement was prepared, and 
finds them devoid of any concrete evi¬ 
dence that compliance with our rules is 
being attained, and asserts: 

Having already experienced IDC’s unreli¬ 
able promises of a technically adequate sys¬ 
tem. the Commission should not accept 
without question insufficiently supported 
assertions of its system’s viability. 

17. Newhouse thereafter recapitulates 
some of the criticisms leveled at the IDC 
system by itself and others during the 
six years of its operation: (1) That the 
inclusion of the identification signals in 
recorded material or network programs 
furnished the station licensee for broad¬ 
cast limits its ability to discharge its 
statutory obligation to maintain effec¬ 
tive control over the content of trans¬ 
mitted material and to operate in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s techni¬ 
cal rules; (2) that the inability of the 
system to function satisfactorily with 
programs recorded on motion picture 
film makes it unsuitable for broadcast¬ 
ing use, “since any system designed as 
an adjunct to the broadcasting industry, 
should, it is submitted, be totally com¬ 
patible with all modes of operation which 
it affects in that industry: otherwise, the 
system could have the effect of artifi¬ 
cially distorting industry operation and 
technological development by unduly 
stimulating use of the particular type of 
operation with which it is compatible"; 
(3) that, while it imposes a significant 
burden on the broadcasting industry, 
the operation of the system confers only 
on a private benefit. 

18. In its fourth and final report, IDC 
takes note of the Newhouse statement 
and attempts to answer its allegations as 
a part of a presentation aimed at per¬ 
suading the Commission that § 73.682(a) 
(22) of the lilies should be retained so 
that IDC or another firm could build 
upon IDC experience of the past six 
years to reinstitute service “subject to 
the protective standards of that provi¬ 
sion." 

19. All of Newhouse’s allegations have 
been previously considered in earlier 
stages of this proceeding, recognized as 
valid (the burden on the broadcaster and 
the effective limitations of the system to 
videotape), rejected, in a reasoned find¬ 
ing that the rendition of a program 
identification service is in the public in¬ 
terest (the question of public vs. private 
benefit), or left for future disposition 
(the question of the dilution of licensee 
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control) .* In any event, in the light of the 
action taken herein, Newhouse's repre¬ 
sentations become moot in the particular 
context of this proceeding. 

20. The period allowed for IDC compli¬ 
ance has now expired. As related above, 
not only has IDC failed to bring its sys¬ 
tem into compliance, but it has ceased to 
operate a program identification service. 
In these circumstances, the only perti¬ 
nent question is whether any persuasive 
reason exists why we should not proceed 
in accordance with our expressed inten¬ 
tion, and, based on the record of the pro¬ 
ceeding in Docket 19314. delete § 73.682 
(a) (22) of the rules forthwith. 

21. IDC argues that such a reason ex¬ 
ists. since by taking this action we pre¬ 
vent the reactivation of the program 
Identification system by IDC or others, 
and sacrifice the results of six years’ ex¬ 
perience with the operation of a system 
which first demonstrated the feasibility 
of automatic program identification, 
and, IDC offers, achieved a marked de¬ 
gree of acceptance from advertisers. 

22. In the Commission's view, our six 
years of experience with the IDC system 
has proven little but the fruitlessness of 
continuing to rely on this system as a 
viable means for providing automatic 
identification of television programs. 

23. If a proposal initially offered for 
our consideration for a program identifi¬ 
cation system which functioned only 
with videotape recordings were not re¬ 
jected out-of-hand as unduly restrictive 
as to program sources, we would cer¬ 
tainly find it unacceptable if it required 
the use of active picture area in connec¬ 
tion with videotaped identification sig¬ 
nals, since such use should be completely 
unnecessary if this recording medium is 
to be the only source of transmitted pro¬ 
grams containing identification infor¬ 
mation.* 


3 In a Further Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making in Docket 18877, adopted February 
10. 1971, which primarily deals with the pos¬ 
sible authorization of special signals in aural 
program material to facilitate automatic pro¬ 
gram identification, we took cognizance of 
broadcasters’ allegations both in that pro¬ 
ceeding. and in the proceedings Involving the 
IDC’s system, that the inclusion of “codes” 
in material furnished stations for broad¬ 
cast posed serious questions as to dilution 
of licensee control. Therefore, we designated 
Docket No. 18877 as the vehicle in which this 
matter would be considered. The conclusion 
of that proceeding has been held in abey¬ 
ance pending receipt of the findings of an 
industry committee (the JCIC Ad Hoc Com¬ 
mittee on Television Broadcast Ancllliary 
Signals) which has undertaken a detailed 
technical study of automatic program iden¬ 
tification by aural means. 

4 While, in the adoption of § 73.682(a) (22) 
of the rules, the Commission noted that the 
employment of active picture area for pro¬ 
gram identification signals was, per se. un¬ 
desirable, It Justified a rule permitting such 
use, subject to conditions intended to pre¬ 
vent picture degradation, as necessary to 
permit the identification system to function 
with the principal recording medium for 
television programs—motion picture film. 
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24. Yet the IDC system, in the sLx 
years of its use, evolved into just such a 
system. Under such circumstances, it 
cannot be considered as a satisfactory 
vehicle of broad application for the 
transmission of signals for automatic 
program identification. While IDC sug¬ 
gests that continued research and devel¬ 
opment might eventually have made its 
system capable of functioning satisfac¬ 
torily with motion picture film, nothing 
in past experience with the system indi¬ 
cates the likelihood that this could have 
occurred. 

25. In view of the extensive time, 
money and effort which had gone into 
the development of the IDC system, and 
because IDC had in place an extensive 
plant which, it appeared, could be modi¬ 
fied so that identification transmissions 
could be brought into per se compliance 
with the requirements of our rules, the 
Commission determined, in spite of its 
expressed dissatisfaction with the limi¬ 
tations of the system, to afford IDC a 
period of time to achieve such compli¬ 
ance. The time has run; IDC has not 
met its burden. It has offered no con¬ 
vincing reason why we should continue 
to maintain a rule which permits the 
transmission of program identification 
signals pursuant to the IDC scheme. 

26. Although in the report and order 
adopted in this proceeding on October 31, 
1973, we ordered the proceeding termi¬ 
nated, we are here reopening the record 
for the limited purpose of entering 
therein the present Memorandum Opin¬ 
ion and Order. Accordingly, it is ordered, 
That, based upon the full record of the 
proceeding in Docket No. 19314, Part 73 
of our rules and regulations is hereby 
amended to delete subparagraph (22) of 
paragraph (a) of 5 73.682 and to mark 
it as reserved, effective March 11. 1976. 
Since the result of the action here taken, 
in substance, affords the relief sought by 
Eastman Kodak Co. in its petition for 
reconsideration on the aforementioned 
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Report and Order in this docket, that 
petition is dismissed as moot. 5 

27. We, of course, are aware that, al¬ 
though no new recorded program mate¬ 
rial is being equipped with identification 
signals, there are many recorded com¬ 
mercial spots extant which may not have 
served their useful life, and which in¬ 
corporate such identification signals. 
Without some further action by the Com¬ 
mission, the deletion of § 73.682(a) (22) 
makes further transmissions of such pro¬ 
gram material unlawful. We believe the 
result is, in the circumstances, unneces¬ 
sarily harsh, and in the absence of some 
indication that the presence of the iden¬ 
tification signal in program transmis¬ 
sions is resulting in substantial degra¬ 
dation of the program material, it 
appears that we should make special pro¬ 
vision for the continued employment of 
such material and allow a reasonable pe¬ 
riod of time for its orderly retirement. 

28. Accordingly , it is further ordered, 
That for a period of time ending on Jan¬ 
uary 31, 1978, television broadcast sta¬ 
tions may transmit program material 
and spot announcements which contain 
signals originally inserted for the pur¬ 
pose of making possible the automatic 
identification of such programs, pursuant 


0 Eastman Kodak’s Petition for Reconsid¬ 
eration was filed on December 6. 1973. A 
Statement in Support of Petition for Recon¬ 
sideration was filed on December 21, 1973, by 
The Association of Maximum Service Tele- 
casters, Inc., and an Opposition to the peti¬ 
tion was filed by IDC on December 20, 1973. 
A Supplement to Petition for Reconsidera¬ 
tion. together with a petition requesting its 
acceptance, was filed by Eastman Kodak on 
June 13. 1974. and an Additional Supplement 
to the Petition for Reconsideration was filed 
on November 8. 1974. The earlier supplemen¬ 
tary material first reported Eastman’s inten¬ 
tion to test, as an alternative to the IDC 
system, an available '’signature” system for 
automatic program identification not re¬ 
quiring the use of any inserted signal in the 
program. The Additional Supplement reports 
on the successful completion of this test. 
With the mooting of Eastman's Petition for 
Reconsideration, all subsequent filings based 
on this Petition also becomes moot with re¬ 
spect to this proceeding. However, Eastman’s 
report on its test of the “signature” identifi¬ 
cation system will be retained for considera¬ 
tion in Docket No. 18877, or any other pro¬ 
ceeding in which the Commission under¬ 
takes consideration of methods for the auto¬ 
matic identification of program material. 


to deleted § 73.682(a) (22) of the rules, 
subject to the condition that such signals 
not cause degradation of the accompany¬ 
ing program material. 

29. This authority is conferred only for 
the purpose of making possible the em¬ 
ployment. as a program source, of mate¬ 
rial recorded before the date of this Or¬ 
der which contains identification signals 
intended to be broadcast in accordance 
with § 73.682(a) (22) of the rules. Any 
information coming to the Commission’s 
attention indicating that the authority 
conferred herein is being relied on to ra¬ 
diate identification signals on program 
material recorded after said date may 
result in the summary rescission of the 
privilege afforded by this Order. 

30. This action is taken pursuant to au¬ 
thority contained in sections 4(i) and 
303 (r) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended. 

31. It is further ordered , That this 
proceeding is terminated. 

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1006. 1082; 
(47 U.S.C. 154, 303)) 

Adopted: January 27, 1978. 

Released: February 4, 1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary, 

[FR Doc.70-3771 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 ami 


Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 
CHAPTER I—U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

PART 28— PUBLIC ACCESS, USE, AND 
RECREATION, OKLAHOMA 

Wichita Mountains Wildlife Refuge; 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 75-31096, appearing on 
page 53402 of the issue for Tuesday, No¬ 
vember 18, 1975, the following special 
condition should be added: 

(11) The use of any alcoholic beverage 
by anyone at a designated swimming 
beach or beach parking area is prohib¬ 
ited. 

Dated: February 2,1976. 

Jerry L. Stegman, 
Acting Regional Director, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. 

(FR Doc.76-3723 Filed 2-6-76; 8:45 am I 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT of 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 36 ] 

(Docket No. 15131; Notice No. 75-37B1 

SUBSONIC TRANSPORT CATEGORY LARGE 
AIRPLANES AND SUBSONIC TURBOJET 
POWERED AIRPLANES: SiNGLE EN¬ 
GINE AIRPLANES 

Proposed Noise Reducation Stages and 
Acoustical Change Requirements; Sup¬ 
plemental 

On October 29. 1975, the PAA issued 
Notice 75-37, published in the Federal 
Register on November 5, 1975 (40 FR 
51476). That notice proposed to amend 
Part 36 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions to provide for three stages of noise 
reduction, to require new applications 
for type certificates to comply with noise 
limits more restrictive than those in cur¬ 
rent Appendix C of Part 36. and to in¬ 
crease the severity of the acoustical 
change requirements for airplanes that 
comply with current Appendix C. The 
proposals in Notice 75-37 included pro¬ 
visions that would apply to the type cer¬ 
tification and acoustical change approval 
of airplanes with 2 engines. This sup¬ 
plemental notice proposes, in addition, to 
apply all of these provisions to single¬ 
engine airplanes (as well as to airplane 
with 2 engines as proposed in Notice 
75-37). This would have the effect of 
covering single-engine turbojet powered 
airplanes In all categories, not only those 
in the transport category, and all single 
engine airplanes in the transport cate¬ 
gory, regardless of engine type. 

Notice 75-37 also proposed amend¬ 
ments to Part 36 that would affect air¬ 
planes with three engines and airplanes 
with more than three engines. This sup¬ 
plemental notice does not address those 
airplanes but, as stated above, only pro¬ 
poses to extend, to single engine air¬ 
planes, the provisions currently proposed 
therein for airplanes with two engines. 
No change to the noise limit values or 
other detailed substantive provisions in 
Notice 75-37 is proposed herein for any 
airplanes. They would all be adopted as 
proposed. 

Notice 75-37 invited public comment 
on the provisions proposed therein for 
airplanes other than single-engine air¬ 
planes. Interested persons are hereby 
also invited to comment on the proposed 
application, to single engine airplanes, of 
the provisions that were proposed, in 


Notice 75-37, for airplanes with two en¬ 
gines. Communications should identify 
the docket number and be submitted in 
duplicate to the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, Office of the Chief Coun¬ 
sel, Attention: Rules Docket, AGC-24, 
800 Indepedence Ave. SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20591. Comments on the overall en¬ 
vironmental aspects of the proposed 
rules, separately or in relation to those 
proposed in Notice 75-37, are specifically 
invited. Communications received on or 
before March 8, 1976, will be considered 
by the Administrator before taking ac¬ 
tion upon the proposed rules. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date for 
comments, in the Rules Docket for ex¬ 
amination by interested persons. 

As stated above, if the proposal in this 
supplemental notice is adopted, single 
engine airplanes would be subject to the 
same provisions as airplanes with two 
engines. The preamble explanation in 
Notice 75-37, insofar as it discusses twin 
engine "stage 3 airplanes," should, there¬ 
fore, be reviewed for a full understanding 
of the impact of the proposals on single 
engine "stage 3 airplanes.” The effect 
on both original type certification and 
acoustical change applications involving 
single engine airplanes would, under this 
supplemental notice, be the same as de¬ 
scribed in Notice 75-37 for "Stage 3 air¬ 
planes" with two engines. The specific 
noise limits for single airplanes w f ould be 
those that are proposed for airplanes 
with tw*o engines in proposed § C36.5 
(a) (2). This would be accomplished by 
drafting those provisions of proposed 
§ C36.5(a) (2) that refer to "airplanes 
with two engines” to refer to instead to 
"airplanes with less than three engines.” 

This proposal, like those in Notice 75- 
37,1s issued under section 611 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958, as amended by 
the Noise Control Act of 1972 (Pub L. 92- 
574). Section 611(d) provides that the 
FA A, in the issuance of noise abatement 
regulations under section 611, shall con¬ 
sider, among other factors (1) whether 
any proposed standard or regulation is 
consistent with the highest degree of 
safety in air commerce or air transporta¬ 
tion in the public interest. (2) whether 
any proposed standard or regulation is 
economically reasonable, technologically 
practicable, and appropriate for the par¬ 
ticular type of aircraft, aircraft engine, 
appliance, or certificate to which it will 
apply, and (3) the extent to which such 


standard or regulation will contribute to 
carrying out the noise abatement pur¬ 
poses of § 611 so as to protect the public 
health and welfare from aircraft noise. 
As stated in Notice 75-37, the objective of 
the FA A is the issuance of an amendment 
to Part 36 that makes the greatest pos¬ 
sible contribution to carrying out the 
noise abatement purposes of section 611 
consistent with due consideration of eco¬ 
nomic and technological impact. To as¬ 
sist the FAA in this regard with respect 
to single engine airplanes, public com¬ 
ment is specifically invited on the over¬ 
all cost effectiveness of the proposed 
regulation for single engine airplanes, in 
terms of noise abatement benefits, as well 
as the economic and technological im¬ 
pacts that may result. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603. 611. Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, (49 U.S.C. 1854(a). 1421, 1423, 
and 1431); sec. 6(c). Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); Title I 
of the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and Execu¬ 
tive Order 11514. March 5. 1970) 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Part 36 of th e Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 36) 
as proposed by the FAA in Notice 75-37 
(40 FR 51476), except that the provisions 
of § C36.5(a) (2) as proposed in that no¬ 
tice that would apply under that notice 
to "airplanes with two engines” would be 
adopted so as to apply to "airplanes with 
less than three engines," and all regu¬ 
latory proposals in Notice 75-37 affecting 
airplanes with two engines would be 
adopted so as to apply as well to single 
engine airplanes. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 3, 1976. 

Joan B. Barriagr, 

Acting Director of 
Environmental Quality. 

[FR Doc.70-3735 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

[ 16 CFR Part 423 ] 

CARE LABELING OF TEXTILE PRODUCTS 

AND LEATHER WEARING APPAREL 

Proposed Revised Trade Regulation Rule 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-22-2, appearing at page 
3747 in the issue for Monday, January 26. 
1976. 

On page 3752, the first line of the first 
paragraph should read, "2. In regard to 
§ 423.6(c), should". 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Agency for International Development 

HOUSING GUARANTY PROGRAM FOR 
THE STATE OF ISRAEL 

Information for Investors 

The Agency for International Devel¬ 
opment (“A.LD.”) is advising the State 
of Israel (the “Borrower”) that A.I.D. is 
prepared to guaranty repayment of prin¬ 
cipal and interest on a loan in an amount 
not to exceed $25 million by an eligible 
U.S. investor to the Borrower. 

A.I.D.’s guaranty will be subject to 
execution of an agreement by an eligible 
U.S. investor acceptable to A.I.D. for 
the loan and subject to the satisfaction 
of certain further terms and conditions 
by the Borrower. The guaranty will be 
backed by the full faith and credit of the 
United States of America and will be is¬ 
sued pursuant to authority, contained 
in section 221 of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961, as amended (the Act). Pro¬ 
ceeds of the loan will be used to finance 
public housing programs for low income 
families. 

Eligible investors interested in extend¬ 
ing a guaranteed loan to the Borrower 
should communicate promptly with: 

Office of the Israeli Economic Minister. 641 

Lexington Avenue, New York, New York 

10022, Telephone 486-8500. 

Investors eligible to receive a guaranty 
are those specified in section 238(c) of 
the Act. They are (1) U.S. citizens; (2) 
domestic corporations, partnerships, or 
associations substantially beneficially 
owned by U.S. citizens; (3) foreign cor¬ 
porations whose share capital is at least 
95 percent owned by U.S. citizens; and 
(4) foreign partnerships or associations 
wholly owned by U.S. citizens. 

To be eligible for a guaranty, the loan 
must be repayable in full no later than 
the thirtieth anniversary of the first 
disbursement of the principal amount 
thereof and the interest rate may be no 
higher than the maximum rate to be 
established by A.I.D. 

Information as to eligibility of inves¬ 
tors and other aspects of the A.I.D. hous¬ 
ing guaranty program can be obtained 
from: 

Director, Office of Housing, AgencjTTor Inter¬ 
national Development, Room 300E, SA-2, 

Washington, D.C. 20523. 

This notice is not an offer by A.I.D. or 
by the Borrower. The Borrower and not 


A.I.D. will select a lender and negotiate 
the terms of the proposed loan. 

Dated: January 29, 1976. 

C. Richard Zencer, 
Acting Director, Office of Hous¬ 
ing Agency for International 
Development. 

|FR Doc.76-3728 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary of Defense 

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 
ON VERIFICATION 

Advisory Committee Meeting 

The Defense Science Board Task Force 
on Verification will meet in closed session 
on February 25, 1976, at The Pentagon, 
Arlington, Virginia. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board is to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Director of Defense Re¬ 
search and Engineering on overall re¬ 
search and engineering and to provide 
long-range guidance in these areas to 
the Department of Defense. 

The Task Force will provide an 
analysis of U.S. capabilities for verifying 
compliance with potential provisions 
of future strategic arms limitation 
agreements. 

In accordance with Section 10(d) of 
Appendix I, Title 5, United States Code, 
it has been determined that this Task 
Force meeting concerns matters listed in 
Section 552(b) of Title 5 of the United 
States Code, specifically Subparagraph 
(1) thereof, and that accordingly this 
meeting will be closed to the public. 

Dated: February 5,1976. 

Maurice W. Roche, 
Director , Correspondence and 
Directives OASD Comptroller. 

|FR Doc.76-3853 Filed 2-6-76;8;45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE * 

Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration 

GUARDS AND INVESTIGATIONS COMMIT¬ 
TEE OF THE PRIVATE SECURITY AD¬ 
VISORY COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Guards 
and Investigations Committee of the 
Private Security Advisory Council 


(PSAC) to the Law Enforcement As¬ 
sistance Administration (LEAA), will 
meet March 10-11, 1976, in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. The meeting is scheduled to 
convene at 10 a.m., Wednesday, March 
10, in the Andretta Conference Room in 
the Main U.S. Department of Justice 
Building, 10th and Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. The Thursday, 
March 11, portion of the meeting will 
convene at 9 a.m. in the 13th Floor Con¬ 
ference Room at LEAA. 633 Indiana 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., and will 
adjourn by 12 noon. 

This will be the Committee’s first 
meeting since being reconstituted in 
1975. The Committee will review the 
PSAC Goals and Objectives for 1976 with 
special attention to the private investi¬ 
gations industry, and will formulate its 
own plans for the coming year. The 
meeting will be open to the public. 

For further information, please con¬ 
tact Mr. Irving Slott, Director, Program 
Evaluation and Monitoring Staff, Office 
of Regional Operations, LEAA, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Justice, 633 Indiana Avenue 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20531. 202/376- 
3830. 

Gerald H. Yamada, 
Attorney-Advisor, 
Office of General Counsel. 

| FR Doc.76-3963 Filed 2-6-76; 11 ;30 am ] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

I Marketing Order No. 905 J 

SHIPPERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Notice of Public Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of § 10(a) 
(2) of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby given 
of a meeting of the Shippers Advisory 
Committee establis hed under Marketing 
Order No. 905 (7 CFR Part 905). This 
order regulates the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida and is effective pursuant 
to the provisions of the Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). The com¬ 
mittee will meet in the A. B. Michael 
Auditorium of the Florida Citrus Mutual 
Building, 302 South Masachusetts Ave¬ 
nue. Lakeland, Florida, at 10:30 a.m., on 
February 24, 1976. 

The meeting will be open to the public 
and a brief period will be set aside for 
public comments and questions. The 
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agenda of the committee includes analy¬ 
sis of current information concerning 
market supply and demand factors, and 
consideration of recommendations for 
regulation of shipments of the named 
fruits. 

The names of committee members, 
agenda, summary of the meeting and 
other information pertaining to the 
meeting may be obtained from Frank D. 
Trovillion, Manager, Growers Adminis¬ 
trative Committee, P.O. Box R, Lakeland, 
Florida 33802; telephone 813-682-3103. 

Dated: February 5, 1976. 

Donald E. Wilkinson, 

Administrator. 

|FR Doc.76-3915 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 axn| 


Forest Service 

BIGHORN NATIONAL FOREST 
GRAZING ADVISORY BOARD 

Change Notice of Meeting 

The Bighorn National Forest Grazing 
Advisory Board will meet at 10:00 a.m., 
Thursday, February 26, 1976, in a meet¬ 
ing room on the second floor of the 
Northern Hotel in Billings. Montana. 

The purpose of the meeting is to dis¬ 
cuss Bighorn National Forest range man¬ 
agement activities and programs for the 
1976-86 term grazing period. Particular 
items planned for discussion are: 

1. Base property and commensurabil- 
ity requirements; 

2. Term grazing permits and qualifi¬ 
cation requirements; 

3. National Forest grazing fees; 

4. Items of interest as brought up by 
Board Members. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Persons who w r ish to attend may notify 
Jack Booth, Bighorn National Forest 
Supervisor, Sheridan, Wyoming 82801 
(phone 307-672-2457). Written state¬ 
ments may be filed with the Advisory 
Board before or after the meeting. Per¬ 
sons wishing to appear before the Board 
to present oral statements must submit 
the topic and content of their presenta¬ 
tion to Chairman Leonard Masters. 
Ranchester, Wyoming 82839 by Febru¬ 
ary 17, 1976. 

Jack Booth, 
Forest Supervisor . 

February 2, 1976. 

IFR Doc.76-3781 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON EAST-WEST 
TRADE 

Notice of Open Meeting 

A meeting of the Advisory Committee 
on East-West Trade will be held at 9:30 
a.m. Wednesday, March 10,1976, in Room 
6802, U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th 
Street and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

The Committee was establised to ad¬ 
vise the Department, through the Deputy 


Assistant Secretary for East-West Trade, 
on ways to facilitate and coordinate the 
expansion of two-way trade with coun¬ 
tries having centrally-planned econ¬ 
omies, so as to enhance the balance of 
trade and payments situation. 

Agenda items are as follows: 

Morning Session, 9:30 a.m.-12 noon 

1. Review of miscellaneous items out¬ 
standing from previous meetings. 

2. Review of compensation arrangements 
in East-West trade. 

3. Review of items submitted by Commit¬ 
tee members. 

Afternoon Session. 1:00 p.m.-3:30 p.m. 

4. Commentary and discussion on anti¬ 
trust considerations in East-West trade by a 
representative of the U.S. Department of 
Justice. 

5. Review of items submitted by the public. 

The meeting will be open to public ob¬ 
servation and. wdthin the liimts of time 
available, a period will be set aside for 
oral comments or questions by the public 
which do not exceed five minutes each. 

More extensive questions or comments 
should be submitted in writing before 
February 28, 1976. Other public state¬ 
ments may be submitted at any time be¬ 
fore or after the meeting. 

Approximately 20 seats will be avail¬ 
able to the public (including 5 seats re¬ 
served for media representatives) on a 
first-come first-served basis. 

Copies of minutes will be available on 
request 30 days after the meeting. 

Persons who wish to attend the meet¬ 
ing should contact Robert Frothing ham. 
III. Liaison Officer. Office of East-West 
Policy and Planning, Bureau of East- 
West Trade, Domestic and International 
Business Administration, Washington. 
D.C. 20230, telephone 202/967-4691. 

Dated: February 5,1976. 

Arthur T. Downey, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for East-West Trade. 

| FR Doc.76 3940 Filed 2-6-76; 10.19 am I 


EAR RESEARCH INSTITUTE 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a 
scientific article pursuant to section 6(c) 
of the Educational, Scientific, and Cul¬ 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (40 FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR 
Part 701, 1975). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the De¬ 
partment of Commerce, at the Office of 
Import Programs, Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket Number: 76-00124-33-46040. 
Applicant: Ear Research Institute, 256 
South Lake Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90057. Article: Electron Microscope, 
Model EM 301. Manufacturer: Philips 
Electronic Instruments NVD, The 


Netherlands. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used in research 
to determine the causes of deafness and 
relate them to body chemistry in order to 
aim towards the preventive measures for 
these disease processes. Both the ultra- 
structural detail of the cell and the gen¬ 
eral cell organization, which are import¬ 
ant in the normal and pathologic disease 
processes studied, and the nature of the 
intercellular organelles, cell membranes 
as well as the aberrations included in 
the disease process will be studied. The 
article will also be used in several courses 
to provide training in various aspects of 
Otology to medically oriented personnel. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, was being manufactured in 
the United States at the time the foreign 
article was ordered (Decembr 21, 1973). 
Reasons: The foreign article has a speci¬ 
fied resolving capability of 3 Angstroms 
(A). The most closely comparable do¬ 
mestic instrument is the Model EMU-4C 
supplied by the Adam David Company at 
the time the foreign article was ordered. 
The Model EMU-4C had a specified re¬ 
solving capability of 5 A. Resolving capa¬ 
bility bears an inverse relationship.to its 
numerical rating in A. i.e., the lower the 
rating, the better the resolving capabil¬ 
ity. We are advised by the Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare 
< HEW > in its memorandum dated Janu¬ 
ary 16, 1976 that the best resolution 
available is pertinent to the purposes for 
which the foreign article is intended to 
be used. HEW further advises that do¬ 
mestic instruments did not provide reso¬ 
lution equivalent to that of the foreign 
article at the time the article was or¬ 
dered. We therefore, find that the EMU- 
4C was not of equivalent scientific value 
to the foreign article for such purposes 
as this article is intended to be used at 
the time the article was ordered. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which was being 
manufactured in the United States at the 
time the article was ordered. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.)’ 

Richard M. Seppa. 

Director, Special Import 
Programs Division. 

IFR Doc.76-3737 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE OF 
TECHNOLOGY 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
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Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651, 80 Stat 897) and the regu¬ 
lations issued thereunder as amended (40 
FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR Part 701. 1975). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 76—00173—00—75000. 
Applicant: Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology, Cambridge. Ma. 02139. Ar¬ 
ticle: Cutter Drive Unit for Camko- 
meter. Manufacturer: Cambridge In¬ 
stitute, United Kingdom. Intended use of 
article: The article is an accessory to 
a Camkometer which will be used to 
measure in situ stresses in a soil mass by 
providing a means of inserting load cells 
into the soil with a minimum of disturb¬ 
ance. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in 
the United States. Reasons: The appli¬ 
cation relates to a compatible accessory 
for an instrument that had been previ¬ 
ously imported for the use of the appli¬ 
cant institution. The article is being fur¬ 
nished by the manufacturer which pro¬ 
duced the instrument with which the 
article is intended to be used and is per- 
tient to the applicant’s purposes. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no similar accessory being manufac¬ 
tured in the United States, which is in¬ 
terchangeable with or can be readily 
adapted to the instrument with which 
the foreign article is intended to be used. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assitance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.105. Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director, Special Import 

Programs Division. 

[FR Doc.76-3738 FUed 2-6-76;8:45 am I 


NATIONAL CANCER INSTITUTE, 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula¬ 
tions issued thereunder as amended (40 
FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR Part 701, 1975). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 76-0046-33-46040. 
Applicant: National Cancer Institute, 
National Institutes of Health, Labora¬ 
tory of Patholophysiology, DCBD, Bldg. 


I0/5B-36, Bethesda, MD 20014. Article: 
Electron Microscope, Model JEM 100C 
and accessories. Manufacturer: Joel Ltd., 
Japan. Intended use of article: The arti¬ 
cle is intended to be used for studies of 
pathogenic and nonpathogenic micro¬ 
organisms (e.g. bacteria, fungus, human 
and animal viruses), mammalian tissues 
derived from experimental animals to 
exhibit normal and pathologic structure. 
The experiments to be conducted include: 

(1) Experiments to study localization and 
distribution of enzymes in both microbial 
and mammalian cell membrane: (2) Ex¬ 
periments to elucidate the supramolecu- 
lar architecture of the biological mem¬ 
brane system; (3) Experiments to study 
the physiologic and pathologic changes 
in tumor cell ultrastructure; and (4) 
Experiments to study the molecular orga¬ 
nization of intestinal brush border mem¬ 
brane and its changes under experimen¬ 
tally induced malignancy. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar¬ 
ticle is equipped with a high resolution 
scanning attachement which provides 
images in the scanning transmission, sec¬ 
ondary electron, and back scattered elec¬ 
tron modes as well as scanning micro¬ 
diffraction from microareas as small as 
200 Angstroms in diameter. The National 
Bureau of Standards (NBS) advises in 
its memorandum dated January 8. 1976 
that the scanning microdiffraction capa¬ 
bility of the foreign article described 
above is pertinent to the applicant's in¬ 
tended purposes. The most closely com¬ 
parable domestic instrument to the for¬ 
eign article is the Model FMU-4C elec¬ 
tron microscope produced bv the Adam 
David Company. NBS further advises 
that (1) the EMU-4C does not provide 
the pertinent scanning capability and 

(2) it knows of no instrument or appara¬ 
tus of equivalent scientific value to the 
foreign article, for such purposes as this 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.106, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.) 

Richard M. Seppa, 

Director, 

Special Import Programs Division. 

[FR Doc.76-3739 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am) 


ST. LOUIS UNIVERSITY 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula¬ 
tions issued thereunder as amended (40 
FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR Part 701, 1975). 


A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket Number: 76-00135-01-07500. 
Applicant: St. Louis University School of 
Medicine, Biochemistry Department, 
1402 South Grand Boulevard, St. Louis, 
Mo. 63104. Article: Flow Microcnlorim- 
eter. Model LKB 2107-121 and LKB 
2107-310 Control unit. Manufacturer: 
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended to 
be used to measure heats of oxygen, car¬ 
bon monoxide and organic phosphate 
binding to hemoglobins, heats of hapter 
and antigen reactions with antibodies 
and with myeloma immunoglobulins, and 
heats of substrate and inhibitor binding 
to enzymes during studies to relate mo¬ 
lecular structure to the energy or bio¬ 
logical processes. In addition, the article 
is Intended to be used in the course Ex¬ 
perimental Techniques in Biochemistry 
to acquaint students with new instru¬ 
mental techniques in biochemistry in¬ 
cluding microcalorimetry. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in- 
intended to be used, is being manufac¬ 
tured in the United States. Reasons: The 
foreign article provides operation in the 
differential mode and high sensitivity 
(10- 7 calories/second). The Department 
of Health. Education and Welfare 
(HEW) advises in its memorandum 
dated January 16,1976 that (1) the capa¬ 
bilities of the article described above are 
pertinent to the applicant’s intended use 
and (2) that domestic instruments do 
not provide the pertinent features. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United tSates. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director, Special Import 
Programs Division. 

[FR Doc.76-3740 lFled 2-6-76;8:45 am) 


UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul¬ 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder as amend¬ 
ed (40 FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR Part 
701, 1975). 
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A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Iihport Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 76-00182-79-207500. 
Applicant: University of Notre Dame, 
Radiation Laboratory. ERDA Contract 
E( ll-l) -38. Notre Dame, Indiana 46556. 
Article: Gas Test Box and Accessories. 
Manufacturer: Figaro Engineering Inc., 
Japan. Intended use of article: The arti¬ 
cle when combined with suitable elec¬ 
tronic circuitry will be used to form a 
low cost safety device that will signal 
that hazardous levels of carbon monox¬ 
ide are present. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, was being manufactured in 
the United States at the time the foreign 
article was ordered (September 9, 1975). 
Reasons: The National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards (NBS) advises in its memorandum 
dated December 30, 1975 that the article 
has a metal oxide sensing element which 
is pertinent to the applicant’s intended 
uses. NBS further advises that it knows 
of no domestic instrument of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article for 
the applicant’s intended purposes at the 
time the article was ordered. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director, Special Import 

Programs Division . 

|FR Doc.76-3741 Filed 2-6-76.8:45 am) 


UNIVERSITY OF ROCHESTER, AEP 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to Section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cul¬ 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (40 FR 12253 et seq.. 15 CFR 
Part 701. 1975). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 76-00175-75-40450. 
Applicant: University of Rochester, 
AEP, 400 Elmwood Avenue, Rochester, 
N.Y. 14642. Article: Doserate Meter- 
Integrator. Manufacturer: Electron Dia¬ 
monds Ltd., United Kingdom. Intended 
use of article: The article is intended to 
be used for the determination of precise 
location of a struck irradiation source 
which is essential to avoid inadvertent 
damage to source encapsulation with 


consequent environmental contamina¬ 
tion when attempting to achieve safe 
storage of the source. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign 
article provides a small sensitive volume 
(approximately one cubic millimeter) 
and the ability to measure extremely in¬ 
tense radiation fields (10 r Roentgens/ 
hour or greater). The National Bureau 
of Standards (NBS) advises in its mem¬ 
orandum dated January 8, 1976 that the 
capabilities described above are perti¬ 
nent to the applicant’s intended pur¬ 
poses. NBS also advises that it knows 
of no domestic instrument of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director, Special Import 

Programs Division. 

|FR Doc.76-3742 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am) 


UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS HEALTH SCIENCE 
CENTER 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula¬ 
tions issued thereunder as amended (40 
FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR Part 701, 1975). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 76-00120-00-46500. 
Applicant: The University of Texas 
Health Science Center at Dallas, South¬ 
western Medical School, Department of 
Pathology, 5323 Harry Hines Boulevard, 
Dallas, Texas 75235. Article: Cryokit, 
Model LKB 14800-1. Manufacturer: LKB 
Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended use of 
article: The article is an accessory to an 
existing ultramicrotome and will be used 
for the preparation of ultrathin frozen 
sections for analytical electron micro¬ 
scopic study of the content of various 
ions (sodium, potassium, chlorine, cal¬ 
cium, and magnesium), in normal heart 
muscle and heart muscle from subjects 
with heart attacks. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign articde, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 


to be used, is being manufactured in 
the United States. Reasons: The appli¬ 
cation relates to a compatible accessory 
for an instrument that had been previ¬ 
ously imported for the use of the appli¬ 
cant institution. The article is being fur¬ 
nished by the manufacturer which pro¬ 
duced the instrument with which the 
article is intended to be used and is 
pertinent to the applicant’s purposes. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no similar accessory being manufac¬ 
tured in Uie United States, which is 
interchangeable with or can be readily 
adapted to the instrument with which 
the foreign article is intended to be used. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.106, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director Special Import 

Programs Division . 

[FR Doc.76 3743 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 ami 


UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON 
MEDICAL SCHOOL 

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry 
of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational. Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651. 80 Stat. 897) and the regula¬ 
tions issued thereunder as amended (40 
FR 12253 et seq., 15 CFR Part 701, 1975). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington. D.C. 20230. 

Docket number: 76-00138-33-30950. 
Applicant: University of Washington 
Medical School, Department of Biologi¬ 
cal Structure. Seattle. WA 91895. Arti¬ 
cle: Freeze Etching Instrument. Manu¬ 
facturer: Balzers High Vacuum Co.. West 
Germany. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used for electron 
microscopic examination of biological 
materials in the study of the surface of 
cells and their contained organelles after 
rapid preservation by freezing and sub¬ 
sequent fracture. Of particular interest 
is the fine structural characteristics of 
eggs and spermatozoa both individually 
and during the nrocess of fertilization. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar¬ 
ticle provides the capability of precise 
temperature control and a built-in 
microtome. The Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (HEW) advises 
in its memorandum dated January 16. 
1976 that (1) the capabilities described 
above are pertinent to the applicant’s in¬ 
tended use and (2) it knows of no domes- 
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tic instruments which provide the perti¬ 
nent features. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientiflc Materials) 

Richard M. Seppa, 
Director , Special Import 
Programs Division. 

(FR Doc.76-3744 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am) 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

| Docket No. Sub-B-38/50) 

PAN-ALASKA FISHERIES, INC. 

Continuation of Hearing 

February 4, 1976. 

Whereas on May 12, 1975, there was 
published at 40 FR 20660 a notice of 
hearing in the matter of Pan-Alaska 
Fisheries, Inc.’s application for permis¬ 
sion to transfer the operation of the 
“subsidy vessel” ROYAL SEA (ex SEA- 
FREEZE PACIFIC); 

Whereas on May 20, 1975, there was 
published at 40 FR 2201 a correction of 
that notice; 

Whereas on July 8, 1975, a hearing in 
the matter of the application was held in 
Washington, D.C. as scheduled; 

Whereas no party filed a petition for 
intervention within the prescribed period 
and no party other than the applicant 
and the National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice appeared at the hearing; 

Whereas the Initial Decision (which 
became the final decision on Septem¬ 
ber 1, 1975) rendered by the undersigned 
in this matter granted additional au¬ 
thority for the vessel to operate in the 
fishery for the catching, processing, and 
transporting of trouts, shads, flounders, 
halibuts, soles, cods, hakes, haddocks, 
redflshes. basses, congers, jacks, mullets, 
sauries, herrings, sardines, anchovies, 
tunas, bonitos, billflshes, mackerels, cut- 
lassflshes. sharks, crabs, spiny lobsters, 
shrimps, prawns, and squid and other 
moilusks in the Atlantic Ocean, exclud¬ 
ing, for catching and processing, a 200 
mile zone off the east coast of the United 
States (but specifically including the 
transporting and processing, but not 
catching, of the enumerated species or 
groups within 200 miles of the coast of 
the United States in the Gulf of Mexico, 
and including the catching, transporting 
and processing of the enumerated species 
or groups in all the other waters of the 
Gulf of Mexico), the Western Indian 
Ocean (that portion of the Indian Ocean 
lying west of the 90th degree of longi¬ 
tude) , and the Southeastern Pacific 
Ocean (that portion of the Pacific Ocean 
lying east of the 150th degree of longi¬ 
tude and south of the Equator) but ex¬ 
cluding the catching of yellowfin tuna 
in the Eastern Pacific Yellowfin Tuna 
Regulatory Area as defined by the Inter- 
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American Tropical Tuna Commission; 
and 

Whereas subsequent to the hearing 
the applicant amended its application to 
seek additional authority to operate in 
the fishery for the catching, processing, 
and transporting of the aforementioned 
species or groups, as they may occur, in 
the Southwest Pacific Ocean (that por¬ 
tion of the Pacific Ocean lying west of 
the 150th degree of longitude and south 
of the Equator), and the Eastern Indian 
Ocean (that portion of the Indian Ocean 
lying east of the 90th degree of longi¬ 
tude). 

It is hereby ordered. That additional 
opportunity to intervene be given to per¬ 
sons desiring to do so with respect to the 
intended operation of the vessel in the 
Southwest Pacific Ocean and the East¬ 
ern Indian Ocean. 

Any person desiring to intervene must 
file a petition of intervention with the 
Director. National Marine Fisheries 
Service. Washington, D.C. 20235, as pre¬ 
scribed in 50 CFR Part 257 on or before 
February 24, 1976. 

Persons filing notices of intervention 
will be given additional time to furnish 
such information as may be necessary. 

No additional public hearing in this 
matter is contemplated at this time; 
however, any intervening person desir¬ 
ing one may request it. If it is concluded 
that another public hearing would facili¬ 
tate a determination of this matter and 
be in the interest of the public, parties 
who have expressed a desire to intervene 
or to be present at the hearing will re¬ 
ceive advance notification of its time, 
date and location; and if time permits 
advance notice will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Frederick W. Denniston. 

Administrative Law Judge. 

(FR Doc.76-3787 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

|NM 27511) 

NEW MEXICO 
Application 

January 30, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), Trans western Pipeline Company 
has applied for one 4-inch natural gas 
pipeline right-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 26 S.. R. 33 E., 

Sec. 8. SE^NE^. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across .27 of a mile of national resource 
land in Lea County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 


Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management. P.O. 
Box 1397. Roswell, NM 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief . Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc.76-3782 Filed 2-6-76:8:49 am) 


(NM 27496. 27498 and 27499) 

NEW MEXICO 
Applications 

January 30. 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for five 4 Vi-inch natural gas 
pipeline rights-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 21 S.. R. 22 E.. 

Sec. 17, S&NWVi. 

T. 21 S., R. 26 E.. 

Sec. 12 . EV a NE*4 and NEy 4 SE»4. 

T. 21 S.. R. 27 E., 

Sec. 7. lots 2 and 3. 

T. 26 S.. R. 37 E„ 

Sec. 14, WV 2 SE*4. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 1.274 miles of national resource 
lands in Eddy and Lea Counties, New 
Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the applications should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, PO 
Box 1397, Roswell. NM 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief. Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations. 
(FR Doc.76-3783 Filed 2-6-76:8:46 am) 


(NM 27495, 27514, 27515 and 27516) 

NEW MEXICO 
Applications 

January 30, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920 (30 U.S.C. 185). as amended by the 
Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 576), 
El Paso Natural Gas Company lias ap¬ 
plied for three 4 Y 2 -inch and one 8%- 
inch natural gas pipeline rights-of-way 
across the following lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 25 N., R. 7 W., 

Sec. 28. NWV 4 and Ny a SW*4. 

T. 26 N., R. 12 W.. 

Sec. 2. Sy 2 SW&; 

Sec. 3. sy,SE>/ 4 ; 

Sec. 8. NE^NE% and NE&SEV&: 

Sec. 11, NEy 4 NWy 4 . 
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DEPARTSHT CF THE INTERIOR 
I.S. f ISM AMI VHfiUrt SIMYICC 

FEDERAL FISH AND WILDLIFE 
LICENSE/PERMIT APPLICATION 




Tennessee Valley Authority 
Norris,*TN 37828 • 


a oetCMiPTiON or activity tom aMio* ocouf ueo 4 icp»h 

oMPciMiTiSHceoea For scientific study, 
transplantation and enhancement of survival 
Transplant activities will Involve life 
capture and transport; life history studies 
uill necessitate killing up to 25 per aonth 
to determine food habits and fecundity. 
Specimens will be captured and released 
during other aspects of the program. 


l APPLICATION TOP C .mb m*i 


□ 


•MPOPT op cxpopt UCCN1C 


ra- 




PATJON. PU» : .C_AQ^NgY. 


0MR. QmP*. 0MIU 0 IP. 


CPC CMPUOYCO 


COLOP HA IP 


COLOP cy£& 


8 . ir APPLICANT" U A PrtINCU c 

op iNtoruTON . c*- 

CXPLAtH TrPt Op PINO or OliftMCSi ACCNCV. OP PfSTTTUTlON 


Federal Agency - regional resources 
development and conservation. 


SOCIAL JCCUPlT V N 


APV HUSINCSV AGENCY. OP INSTITUTIONAL AFFILIATION HAVING 
TO OO PITH THU PILOLIFC TO MLCOVCHCO GY This LICEnSC.'PCPmiT 


HAme. TITLE. AHO phonf NUNHWP or PPEHOENT. PPinC'PAl 

officsp, oipecTOP. etc. Aubrey J. Vagner, Chal_.. 

xtr\mvA (%f (HrAAfArr ps ttc .2! 


1 1 


IW "APPLICANT" IS A COPPOPATlON. INDICATE STATE IN «H*CM 

incoppopateo 
Wot applicable 


* LOCATION PWERE PPOPdSEO ACTIVITY IS SO PE CONOUCTEO 

Research in Tennessee River and its 
tributaries. 

Transplantation from Little Tennessee 
River to Hlvassee River and others that 
may be deemed suitable for establishment 
of a population. 


7 . OO YOU MOLO any COPQENTLV valid rCOCPAL Fin* ANO 
wiLOLire L1CCMSC OP PciMiri [JQ tls f~l"° ' 


PRT-7-05-C-Z-NV 
4-PR-977 


a IF PCOUIREO av ANY STATE OP FOREIGN GOVEW*M€NT. OO YOU 
NAVE THE Ip APPROVAL TO CONDUCT TnC ACTIVITY YOU 

- 0 rCS 3 no 

hmI br* •! PtNw.1 


Not required 


9 CCPTineO CHECK OP HONEY OPOff P lit mpp f.raMrf PAYABLE TO 

YK US FISH ANO P'LULirC SEA VICE ENCLOSED IN AMOUNT OF 

% Not required 


to. otvnco crrecTivc 
date 

I—aed lately 


I. ou nation neeoeo 

Until completion 
(approx. December 1977) 


•a ATIACHM* N ts TnC SPECIFIC iMFOAMAIKM PCQUlPCO FOP THE TyPC OF LiCENSA/PCPMIT PEOhVSTED tS~ JT CFG NUST I 

ATTACHED. It CONSTITUTES AN MTICPAL FAPT OF THiS APPLICATION. LIST SECTIONS OF JO CF« UNOEP PMICH ATTACHMENTS APS. 


50 CFR 17.22 


CERTIFICATION 

I MFR6BY CERTIFY THAT I HAVE READ AHO AM FAMilUR WITH THE REGULATION} CONTAINED IN Tine ». PART IJ. OT THE CODE OF FEDERAL 
REGULATION} AHO INC OTHER APPLICABLE PART} IH MJBClUf IFR B OF CHAPTER I OF TIRE ». AND I FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THE INFOS- 
RATION SUOPITTEOIH THIS APPLICATION FOR A LlCGR}( • PP5A1T n COMPLETE AND ACCURATE TO THE B€}T OF MV KHOMLEDCE AND BELIEF. 
■ unp crstano that ant f>//>Tate»cwt nt^yi me to the cmimnal PENAL TIE} OF l« U } C. toot. 

***** * u ~*> A/./UfOiL; ' 

Director, Division of/fore/try. Fisheries, 

Development 


ircccor, iuvi 
and Wildlife 




•po aro-QAi 


December 24, 1975. 
Mr. Lynn Greenwalt, Director, 


These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 1.579 miles of national resource 
lands in Rio Arriba and San Juan Coun¬ 
ties. New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the applications should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 3550 
Pan American Freeway, NE, Albuquer¬ 
que, NM 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations . 

(PR Doc.76-3784 Filed 2-B-78;8:45 ami 


INM 27602J 

NEW MEXICO 
Application 

January 28, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185, as amended by 
the Act of November 16. 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), Southern Union Gas Company has 
applied for one 4-inch natural gas pipe¬ 
line right-of-way across the following 
land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridan, 

New Mexico 

T. 21 S., R. 27 E., 

Bee. 6. lot 18 and B^SW^. 

Tliis pipeline will convey natural gas 
across .379 of a mile of national resource 
land in Eddy County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to in¬ 
form the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so. under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, P.O. 
Box 1397, Roswell, NM 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief. Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations . 

(FR Doc.76-3785 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


Fish and Wildlife Service 
ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT 
Receipt of Application 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing application for a permit is deemed to 
have been received under section 10 of 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (Pub. 
L. 93-205). 

Applicant . Tennessee Valley Authority, Norris, 
Tennessee 37828. 

Thomas H. Ripley, Director, Division of For¬ 
estry, Fisheries, and Wildlife Development. 


U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 

Post Office Box 19183, 

Washington, DC. 20036 

Dear Mr. Greenwalt: We are enclosing 
Tennessee Valley Authority’s application for 
a permit under section 10(a) of the En¬ 
dangered Species Act (16 US.C. $ 1541) to 
carry out our program of conservation of the 
snail darter (Percina ( Imostoma ) sp.) which 
was listed as an endangered species effective 
November 10, 1975, by the U.S. Fish and Wild¬ 
life Service (40 Federal Register 47505 506 
(October 9, 1975)). A copy of Tennessee 
Valley Authority’s snail darter conservation 
program is also enclosed. The application 
with attachments has been prepared in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of 50 C.F.R. 
part 13 and section 17.22. 

As you are aware. Tennessee Valley Author¬ 
ity has been conducting a comprehensive 
program to study the Ufe history of the snail 
darter and to transplant it to other rivers 


since 1974, both by contract with The Uni¬ 
versity of Tennessee and using Tennessee 
Valley Authority's own biologists. This ap¬ 
plication covers Tennessee Valley Authority’s 
program which is being carried out with the 
assistance of Jones and Stokes of Sacramento, 
California. 

Because of the importance of gathering 
seasonal life history data about the darter 
and of supplementing the community of 
darters already transplanted to the HI was - 
see River during various seasons of the year, 
we request that the Fish and Wildlife Serv¬ 
ice grant us interim permission to continue 
the program activities during the pendency 
of our application for a permit. 

Please let us know If there Is any additional 
Information which you require to process our 
permit application. 

Sincerely, 

Tennessee Valley Authority, 
Thomas H. Ripley, 

Director, Division of Forestry, Fish¬ 
eries, and Wildlife Development . 
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NOTICES 


Attachment to Application op Tennessee 
Valley Authority for Wildlife Collec¬ 
tion Permit 

INFORMATION REQUIRED BY 50 CFR 17.22(A) 

(а) (1) Snail darter ( Percina ( Imostoma ) 
sp.) A total of approximately 600 specimens 
will be taken from the Little Tennessee River 
for scientific study, transplantation and en¬ 
hancement of survival. Three hundred (300) 
specimens of varied age and sex will be trans¬ 
planted to the Hlwassee River, and other lo¬ 
calities where suitable habitat exists for the 
purpose of establishing populations in such 
localities. Thirty (30) specimens of approxi¬ 
mately equal sex ratio and comprehensive 
age distribution will be captured and main¬ 
tained at the TV A Fisheries Laboratory in 
Norris, Tennessee, for observation and study. 
These will ultimately be released. Up to 26 
specimens a month will be captured and 
killed for studies of food habits, fecundity, 
and growth. 

In addition to the above activities, an In¬ 
determinate number of Percina (Imostoma) 
sp. will be seined, examined, and released un¬ 
harmed as a part of population, habitat, and 
reproduction studies in the Little Tennessee 
River and/or other areas where species may 
be found, and in periodic scientific surveys of 
transplanted populations. 

(2) The wildlLfe covered by this permit 
is in the wild. 

(3) No known captive populations of snail 
darters exist. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Specimens retained for study will be 
maintained at the following location: 

Tennessee Valley Authority, Division of For¬ 
estry, Fisheries, and Wildlife Development, 
Fisheries Laboratory, Norris, Tennessee 
37828 

(б) See attached work plant for details of 
how fish will be collected, handled, and 
maintained. A small number of live speci¬ 
mens will be maintained in the TV A Fisher¬ 
ies Laboratory for scientific observation of 
reproductive and feeding behavior. These fish 
will be returned to the river unharmed after 
a limited period (approximately 30 days). 

(7) The activities for which this permit is 
sought are described in the attached work 
plan. Such activities will be carried out by 
TV A staff biologists with the assistance and 
under the supervision of Dr. Thomas H. Rip¬ 
ley, Director of TVA’s Division of Forestry, 
Fisheries, and Wildlife Development; Charles 
J. Chance, Dr. Clyde Voightlander, and Rich¬ 
ard B. Fitz. 

The program has been devised and will be 
conducted by TV A with the consulting as¬ 
sistance of Jones and Stokes Associates, Inc., 
Sacramento, California, a nationally recog¬ 
nized biological consulting firm. 

(8) (i)-(iii)—Details of the objectives, 
scope, and work plan for the activities cov¬ 
ered by this application are set out in the at¬ 
tached work plan. Generally stated, the pur¬ 
pose of the program is to scientifically study 
the life history of Percina (Imostoma) sp., 
to apply the information concerning its bio¬ 
logical requirements to transplant in other 
suitable localities, and to ultimately estab¬ 
lish a viable population in a new habitat. 

Based on the transplant activities and 
observations which have already been con¬ 
ducted prior to the listing of the species as 
endangered, we have found that the fish 
can be captured, transplanted, and intro¬ 
duced elsewhere without harm to the in¬ 
dividual fish Involved and without causing 
significant impact on the remaining natural 
population. While wo have been unable to 
confidently estimate the standing stock of 
Percina (Imostoma) in a given area using 
nondestructive Inventory techniques, analy¬ 


sis of data collected during previous field ac¬ 
tivities indicates no decline in standing 
stocks. A regression of mean catch per unit 
effort (per seine haul), using data from nine 
transplants over a four-week period, shows 
no decline. During this period mean catch 
per unit effort varied from 0.41 to 1.08 fish on 
a daily basis. 

(lv) See response No. (i) above. With the 
exception of specimens taken for study of 
food habits, fecundity, and growth, all fish 
will be released into the Little Tennessee 
River or a transplant locality. Specimens 
killed for study will be held at the Norris 
Fisheries Laboratory and will be made avail¬ 
able for inspection by other scientists during 
and after completion of the program. 

Documents and other information 
submitted in connection with this ap¬ 
plication are available for public inspec¬ 
tion during normal business hours at the 
Service’s office in Suite 600, 1612 K 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this application by submitting written 
data, views, or arguments, preferably In 


triplicate, to the Director (FWS/LE), 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Post Of¬ 
fice Box 19183, Washington, D.C. 20036. 
All relevant comments received on or 
before March 10,1976 will be considered. 

Dated: February 4,1976. 

Loren K. Parcher, 
Acting Chief , Division of Law 
Enforcement , U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

|FR Doc.76-3764 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT 
Receipt of Application 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing application for a permit is deemed to 
have been received under section 10 of 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (Pub. 
L.93-205). 

Applicant. Mr. Elmer E. Lloyd, 36929 SE. 
Deming Road, Sandy, Oregon 97065. 
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5619 


Verbal purchase of double-barred PALA¬ 
WAN PEACOCK PHEASANTS. Sept. 27. 1975. 
Deposit made. 

These birds are being Imported from Japan 
by Harry Hardy, Portland Street, Burnaby, 
BrifTSh Columbia. These birds will enter a 
45-day quarantine in Burnaby, B.C. 

As soon as this application Is approved one 
pair of the three pairs Imported will be 
transferred to Lloyds, in Sandy. Oregon. 

Bird History: Federal Permit No. PR-40. 

Began with 4 types of pheasants — Silvers, 
Rlngneck, Lady Amherst & Blacknecks in 
1967 while living in residential area in Port¬ 
land. Too many dogs, cats and children, so 
purchased acreage (present location) and 
cleared portion and moved pens and birds in 
1968. Built • temporary" pens and added to 
flock. 

Before we built present pens, traveled to 
other aviaries and attended conventions, se¬ 
lected ideas from other aviaries and included 
them in our own designs. 

The perimeter of our pens (68' x 72') has 
2' of concrete below ground, with additional 
6" to 1' above, as well as 6" base of each 
pen. The entire aviary is covered with roof¬ 
ing. Center pens are heated, heat maintained 
to 45 degrees during winter months. 

All pens have double waterers, tap & bowl, 
are sanded, and cleaned regularly. Buckets 
in winter. 

The perimeter of the waterfowl areas are 
maintained or protected by an electric surge 
wire. We have 3 ponds, and each are in the 
process of being concreted. One pond almost 
completed. 

All birds are fed daily — wheat, mlio, game 
bird pellets, wild bird seed, greens, fruits & 
vegetables in season. Some get meal worms, 
hamburgers, etc. 

Should we have a bird health problem we 
telephone other breeders and ask for assist¬ 
ance. We’ve done this once, one pheasant 
had sinus problems. 

House occupied by Lloyds—built 1970 — 27 
by 76 ft. 

Office—pumphouse, built 1974—well 260 ft. 
deep, 100 gal. per minute. 

Bird Pens—built 1974-75—68 by 72 ft., 
contains 6 heated pens in center each 8 by 
18 ft. 

18 pens 

Number 

12 by 16 ft . 4 

8 by 8 ft ... 2 

8 by 10 ft . 12 


Total ... 18 

One feed, water and electric control room. 

Upstairs- brooder and work area 18 by 
14 ft. 

Upstairs—brooding pens—28—4 by 7 ft. 

Brooder house—20 by 10 ft. 

Feed house—12 by 8 ft. 

Barn—20 by 15 ft. 

Ponds, well fed (3). 

Natural Creek—future waterfowl expan¬ 
sion. 

Attached—sketch of waterfowl areas, and 
list of birds presently on our property. 

We belong to the American Game Bird 
Breeders Association, Oregon Pheasant 
Breeders. Cascade Wildlife, Inc., The Trust 
(England). 

Elmer is presently a Board member of 
A.G.B.B.A. and a past president of O.P.B., 
and a past officer of C.W.I. 

We have attended A.G.BJB.A. conventions 
in Phoenix, New York, Florida, Reno, Las 
Vegas, and plan to attend 1970 convention in 


Mexico. We have had experienced breeders 
look after our place while we were away. Now 
our son-in-law is quite capable, and is very 
interested in our birds. 

Documents and other information sub¬ 
mitted in connection with this applica¬ 
tion are available for public inspection 
during normal business hours at the 
Service’s office in Suite 600. 1612 K 
Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this application by submitting written 
data, views, or arguments, preferably in 
triplicate, to the Director (FWS/LE), 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Post Of¬ 
fice Box 19183, Washington, D.C. 20036. 
All relevant comments received on or be¬ 
fore March 10. 1976, will be considered. 


Dated: February 3, 1976. 

Loren K. Parcher, 
Acting Chief , Division of Law 
Enforcement , U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service . 

|FR Doc.76-3765 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 ami 


ENDANGERED SPECIES PERMIT 
Receipt of Application 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing application for a permit is deemed to 
have been received under section 10 of 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (Pub. 
L.93-205). 

Applicant . Ms. Holly A. J. Nichols, 10611 
Mt. Boracho, San Antonio. Texas 78213. 


omh no. ainup, 


DEPARTMENT u (Y.t INTERIOR 

H FISH 1R0 WILDLIFE SERVICE 

^ \ 

v : FEDERAL FISH ANO W1L0UFE 

UOENSE/PERMIT APPLICATION 

***© HrftSA v ' V 

1 APPLICATION”FON limits . m If mmmj 

:>a 

|- | INPONT ON cxpont License | x | RINMI | 

2. t*Nt«F OCSCN.PT ion OF ACTIVITY FON WHICH NCOuCSTCO UCtNSC 
ow PCNtflT ISNCCOCD. 

Bagangered Species- 
Importation 

A *WLIC*«T. (Ommt. • mmfltIt m44rmmm mm4 pAaa. ml ..«■ ,)*•«/, 

w immriimHmm imt rnktek rmrmit ,« rmfmmmtm* f 

Ka. Holly A« J. Xichols 

10611 Kt. Boracho 

San Antonio, Texas 78213 

4. if “applicant” »* ah imd<v<ouai. complctc tvc following; 

V ix -‘APPLICANT” IS A Business. COPPOPAT-ON PUBLIC AGENCY. 

ON INSTITUTION. COmPlC T t THE FCl LOp-NG: 

□ «*. G*ii* 23 

HtlO»T 

5.'l” 

VKIGHT 

991bs. 

eXPLAIN TYPC ON KINO O* BuVnCSS. auCNCy. ON INSTITUTION 

©Aft OF BlNTH 

21 Sept. 1948 

COLON HAIM 

Blade 

colon eves 

Brown 

FwOHt humka WMCRC CMWcOVCO 

(512) 342-4417 

SOCIAL STCUNlTY NUMBCN 

453-60-5919 

OCCUPATION 

' naturalist 

any BUSINESS. ACCNCV. O* INSTITUTIONAL AFFlLIATIC** HAVING 

TO DO WITH TMC WILOUFC TO OC COVCWCO BY THIS LlCtNSC'PC** T 

HAMC. TITwe. ANO PHONe NUMBCN OF PBEVOCNT. PNiNCIPAv. 

OF FI CRN, OINCCTON. RTC. 

IP ‘ APPLICANT- 1 if A CONPONATlON. I.NOlCAT* STATC IN WHICH 
INCONPONATCO 

location wnewE pnopqsco activity is to we cohouctco 

10611 Kt. Boracho 

San Antonio, Texas 

78213 

7. oo rou HOLO Any CunnenTlv valio fcocwal Fish ano 

•• LOCI Ft LICCNSC ON PC*WMTf Q Yei 21 *0 

(H fw. *<•! tit mm mm m fmrmi, mmmkmrm) 

•. IF NCOUINE.O BY ANY STATE ON TO Pit. CiN GOVERNMENT, OO YOU 

HA VC THCIN APPROVAL TO CONDUCT TnC ACTIVITY YOU 

wwposet 23 3 **o 

tit f mm, liml fmrimOltlimmm mm4 tfr* ml Jmcmmmmimi 

9. CCWTiriCO CHECK OH MONEY ONOEN 1,1 mm 0 l„mU*1 PAYABLE TO 

THE U.S. fish And WiLOLIFl SCNVICC ENCLOSED IN AMOUNT OF* 

1 

18. DeSiNtO CFFCCTIVC 
OATC 

June 1— July 1 

ft. OUNATION NSCOCO 

one month, 1976 

ta. ATTACHMENTS, the SPECIFIC iNFtjrwiATiON HEQUIWEO FON the type of LlCCMSe/PE*XiT nCQUCSTEO lit* JO cm IJ ItChll MUST BC 

ATTACHED. IT CONSTITUTES An INTEGRAL PANT OF THIS APPLICATION. LIST SECTIONS OF SO CFN uNOEN WHiCH ATTACHMENTS A*»t 

PNOVlOCO. 

CERTIFICATION 

1 HEREBY CERTIFY THAT 1 HAVE READ AMO Am FAMILIAR WITH THE REGULATIONS COMfAlNFO IN TITLE 5fl. PART U. OF THE COOE OF FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS ANO THE OTHER APPLICABLE PARTS IN MJBCMAPTER 6 OF CHAPTER 1 OF TITLE JO. ANO 1 FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THE1NF0R. 
RATION SUBMITTED IN THIS APPLICATION FCR 4 LlCCNSF.'PERMlT IS COMPLETE ANO ACCURATE T3 THE BEST OF MY KN0*l£0CE ANO BELIEF. 

1 UNDERSTAND THAT ANT FALSE STATEMENT HEREIN MAT SUBJECT ME TO THE CRIMINAL PENALTIES OF II U.S.C 1MI. 


OATC 

13 Decetber 1975 

S/M ^ 

BUIIHtll 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 







































5650 


NOTICES 


10611 Mt. Boracho 
San Antonio, Texas 78213. 
Director. Bureau op Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife, 

United States Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 

December 12, 1975. 

Dear Sir, I request permission to Import 
two individuals o 1 an endangered species, 
either 2 Amazona imperialis or 2 Amazona 
versicolor of the islands of Dominica and St. 
Lucia respectively. The purpose of the im¬ 
portation of one pair of one of these species 
is that of propagation. 

This request is part of a project I have 
organized with the co-operation with the 
Jersey Wildlife Preservation Trust, guided 
and supported by Save Animals from Ex¬ 
tinction (SAFE). The long term goal of this 
project is to establish captive breeding popu¬ 
lations of the four Lesser Antillean amazons, 
A. guildingii, A. imperialis, A. versicolor, and 
A. arausieca the last of which you do not 
now classify as an endangered species) in 
Europe at Jersey Wildlife Preservation Trust, 
and in the United States under my super¬ 
vision. 

I enclose a copy of my husband’s letter to 
C. C. Maximea. Chief Forestry Officer of Dom¬ 
inica concerning my work on Dominica 
with A. imperialis and A. arausiaca. You 
will note that we had requested six of each 
Bpecles in 1975 (which we were unable to 
accomplish due to logistical difficulties) and 
six in future years, with the intention of 
collecting these in 1976. Our Intention was 
that each participating ornithologist bring 
back two; but as I shall be the only re¬ 
searcher there in 1976, permission is re¬ 
quested for merely two birds; that is if I 
can obtain them. It is probable that logis¬ 
tical difficulties on both St. Lucia and Dom¬ 
inica will prove such that I will only be 
able to obtain a pair of one species. The St. 
Lucia project is discussed in a letter to 
Compton. Premier of St. Lucia, which I also 
enclose. The obvious correction to that let¬ 
ter is the same as that of the Dominica let¬ 
ter. viz, I shall be the only researcher re¬ 
turning (perhaps) with birds to the States. 

If permission to import is granted, one 
pair of Amazona parrots would be crated 
in a stout wooden carrier, and ride back to 
San Antonio with me when I return from 
my studies of the two islands, in late sum¬ 
mer of 1976. Depending on flight connections 
the birds and I might lay over on the way 
back, spending the night In a room at the 
Miami Airport Hotel. The birds would have 
seeds available to them inside their com¬ 
partments at all times except when coming 
though U.S. Customs Inspection, and would 
be offered water at all transfers between 
planes and when lack of air turbulence per¬ 
mits in the air. If part of the flight is on 
BWIA carriers, the birds will have to ride 
baggage for that part of the trip; but BWIA 
flies at low altitudes and other flights will 
be arranged on Eastern. Pan Am and Bran Iff 
so they can ride in the cabin in a seat next 
to me. 

I enclose a crude photograph and a scale 
drawing of our parrot pens, into which the 
parrots would be placed. 

I am studbook-keeper for the Interna¬ 
tional Zoo Yearbook’s census of Amazona 
guildingii and also keep a record of other 
Lesser Antillean Amazonae in captivity. All 
birds in my care will be registered and will 
be known to the Jersey Wildlife Preservation 
Trust who also has an Interest in their prop¬ 
agation. There is of course no bill of sale as¬ 
sociated with this application, since the 
birds would be taken from the nest in the 
manner explained In the enclosed letters. 

In case I should become unable to care 
for these parrots, or in the case of my death. 


the parrots will become the responsibility 
of my husband, Thomas Duncan Nichols. 
Should neither of us be able to care for 
them or both of us die, we will have made 
arrangements that the parrots will either be 

(1) Returned to the wild on their native 
island. (2) Returned to an avlculturist in 
the Lesser Antilles, or (3) Sent to zoos cap¬ 
able of caring for them, most probably the 
Jersey Wildlife Preservation Trust. 

Zoological specimen material which may 
result from this work, such as dead birds 
and unhatched eggs, will be donated to Loui¬ 
siana State University Museum of Zoology. 

Parrots which are captive raised by the 
birds I work with in the U.S. will either be 
1. Kept in the population for further breed¬ 
ing. 2. Sent to Jersey Wildlife Preservation 
Trust, 3. Placed with appropriately qualified 
co-operationg Zoos or private nvlculturlsts., 
or 4. Returned to their islands for repopula¬ 
tion efforts. No first generation young will 
be sold. My husband and I will be respon¬ 
sible for making the decisions as to what 
should become of the individual parrots 
which are captive raised. 

After importation into the U.S. these 
birds will be quarantined In accord with 
USD A regulations. 

I was responsible for a pair of A. guildingii 
who raised one young in 1972. This is the 
only pair of Lesser Antillean amazons to 
have bred in captivity thus far. My other 
knowledge of and work with these species 
is outlined in the enclosed letters. 

I hereby certify that I have read and am 
familiar with the regulations contained in 
Title 50, Part 13, of the Code of Federal 
Regulations and the other applicable parts 
in Subchapter B of Chapter I of title 50, 
and I further certify that the Information 
submitted in this application for a permit 
is complete and accurate to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. I understand that 
any false statement hereon may subject me 
to the criminal penalties of 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

The following people are aquainted with 
our work and are near the Washington 
area should you wish further details. 

(1) Dr. Thomas E. Lovejoy. Project Offi¬ 
cer. World Wildlife Fund. 1319 Eighteenth 
St. NW„ Washington D.C. 20036. 

(2) Dr. Noel and Mrs. Helen Snyder, and 

(3) Dr. Cameron B. Kepler, c/o Patuxent 
Wildlife Research Center, Laurel, Maryland 
20810. 

(4) Dr. Warren B. King. Ornithology De¬ 
partment, Smithsonian Institution, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20560. 

Thank you very much. 

Yours sincerely. 

Holly A. J. Nichols. 

Documents and other information 
submitted in connection with this appli¬ 
cation are available for public inspec¬ 
tion during normal business hours at 
the Service’s office in Suite 600, 1612 K 
Street, NW., Washington. D.C. 

Interested persons may comment on 
this application by submitting written 
data, views, or arguments, preferably in 
triplicate, to the Director (FWS/LE), 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Post 
Office Box 19183, Washington. D.C. 
20036. All relevant comments received 
on or before March 10, 1976 will be con¬ 
sidered. 

Dated: February 3,1976. 

Loren K. Parcher, 
Acting Chief, Division of Law 
Enforcement , U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

[FR Doc.76-3766 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


NATIONAL FISH AND WILDLIFE LABORA¬ 
TORY, NATIONAL MUSEUM OF NAT¬ 
URAL HISTORY 

Issuance of Permit for Marine Mammals 

On October 21, 1975, a notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register <40 FR 
49113-14) that an application had been 
filed with the Fish and Wildlife Service 
by the National Fish and Wildlife Labo¬ 
ratory, National Museum of Natural 
History. Washington, D.C., (Dr. Clyde 
Jones. Director), for a permit to im¬ 
port, for the purpose of scientific re¬ 
search, 64 skulls of Polar Bears. 

Notice is hereby given that on January 
26, 1976, as authorized by the provisions 
of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407). the Fish and 
Wildlife Service issued a permit to the 
National Fish and Wildlife Laboratory, 
National Museum of Natural History, 
subject to certain conditions set forth 
therein. The permit is available for public 
inspection during normal business hours 
at the Fish and Wildlife Service’s office 
in Suite 600. 1612 K Street, NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Dated: February 4.1976. 

Loren K. Parcher. 

Acting Chief, Division of Law 
Enforcement, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. 

(FR Doc.76-3767 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


(Interior Draft Environmental Statement 
75-57| 

OPERATION OF THE NATIONAL 
WILDLIFE REFUGE SYSTEM 

Notice of Extension of Review Period 

The Federal Register of Monday, No¬ 
vember 24, 1975, Volume 40, No. 227, car¬ 
ried notice of availability of subject draft 
environmental statement and requested 
comments within 45 days. The public 
comment period was extended to Febru¬ 
ary 7, 1976, by Federal Register notice 
published on Monday, December 22, J975, 
Volume 40, No. 246. 

Public Hearings on DES 75-57, Opera¬ 
tion of the National Wildlife Refuge 
System, were announced in the Federal 
Register of Friday, January 30, 1976. 
Volume 41, No. 21. Numerous expressions 
of public interests, and requests for ex¬ 
tension of the review period have been 
received. In order to facilitate public re¬ 
view, analysis and comment on the docu¬ 
ment by the general public, interested 
groups and official reviewers, the review 
period is extended through the Public 
Hearing period, another 49 days. Com¬ 
ments will be received until March 27, 
1976. 

George W. Milias, 
Acting Director, 

Fish and Wildlife Service. 

February 5, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-3857 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am( 
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Geological Survey 

KNOWN GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES AREA 
Salt Wells Basin, Nevada 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Sec. 21(a) 
of the Geothermal Steam Act of 1970 (84 
Stat. 1566, 1572; 30 U.S.C. 1020), the 
delegations of authority in 220 Depart¬ 
mental Manual 4.1 H, Geological Survey 
Manual 220.2.3, and Conservation Divi¬ 
sion Supplement (Geological Survey 
Manual) 220.2.1 G, the following de¬ 
scribed lands are hereby defined as the 
Salt Wells Basin known geothermal re¬ 
sources area, effective March!, 1974. 

(28) Nevada 

SALT WELLS BASIN KNOWN GEOTHERMAL RE¬ 
SOURCES AREA MT. DIABLO MERIDIAN 

T. 17 N., R. 30 E., 

Secs. 1 through 4 
T. 18 N.. R. 30 E., 

Secs. 22, 27, 28, 32 through 36 
T. 17 N.. R. 31 E., 

Secs. 1. 2, 3. 6. 6. 8, 10 through 15, 22 
through 26 and 36 

The above area aggregates 19,232.38 acres 
(7,786.39 hectares), more or less. 

Dated: January 16, 1976. 

Willard C. Gere, 
Conservation Manager . 

Western Region. 
|FR Doc.76-3725 Plied 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


National Park Service 

NATIONAL REGISTRY OF NATURAL 
LANDMARKS 

Listing of Additional Sites 

By notice in the Federal Register of 
May 5, 1975 (pp. 19503-19508), there was 
published a list of sites eligible for inclu¬ 
sion in the National Registry of Natural 
Landmarks. This list has been amended 
by a notice in the Federal Register of 
August 29, 1975 (p. 39911). Further 
notice is hereby given that the list of 
eligible natural landmarks is amended 
by addition of the sites listed below. 

All Federal agencies should take 
cognizance of the sites included in the 
National Registry of Natural Landmarks 
to fulfill the intent of section 102 of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (83 Stat. 852; 42 U.S.C. 4331). 

Dated: January 29, 1976. 

Philip O. Stewart, 

Acting Director, 
National Park Service. 

The following sites have been added to 
the National Registry; 

Alaska 

lliamna Volcano— 135 miles smith west of 
Anchorage. 

Redoubt Volcano— 110 air miles southwest 
of Anchorage. 

Arizona 

Comb Ridge, Navajo County. 

California 

American River Bluffs and Phoenix Park 
Vernal Pools, Sacramento County —2 miles 
east of Pair Oaks. 


Black Chasm Cave, Amador County —% 
mile south-southeast of Volcano. 

Cosumnes River Riparian Woodlands, Sac¬ 
ramento County —18 miles southeast of 
Sacramento. 

Colorado 

Spanish Peaks, Huerfano and Las Animas 
Counties — 25 miles southwest of Walsenburg. 

Idaho 

Big Southern Butte, Butte County — 37 
miles northwest of Blackfoot. 

Hells Half Acre Lava Field, Bonneville and 
Bingham Counties —Center of site is 20 miles 
west of Idaho Palls. 

Kansas 

Rock City, Ottawa County—2% miles 
southwest of Minneapolis. 

Kentucky 

Red River Gorge, Menifee, Powell and 
Wolfe Counties — Daniel Boone National For¬ 
est, 50 miles east-southeast of Lexington. 

Michigan 

Bead Stream Swamp, Roscommon and 
Missaukee Counties— Houghton Lake State 
Forest, 30 miles northeast of Cadillac. 

Haven Hill State Natural Area, Oakland 
County — Highland State Recreation Area, 14 
miles west of Pontiac. 

Newton Woods, Cass County— 28 miles 
southwest of Kalamazoo. 

Tobico Marsh, Bay County —Tobico Marsh 
State Game Area. 7 miles north of Bay City. 

Tourney Woodlot, Ingham County— On the 
Michigan State University campus in East 
Lansing. 

Nebraska 

Valentine National Wildlife Refuge, Cherry 
County —25 miles south of Valentine. 

New Jersey 

Manahawkin Bottomland Hardwood Forest, 
Ocean County —Manahawkin Pish and Wild¬ 
life Management Area, 2 miles southeast of 
Manahawkin. 

3 

New Mexico 

Ghost Ranch, Rio Arriba County — 11 miles 
south of Canjllon. 

Ohio 

Mantua Swamp. Portage County —At the 
southeast edge of Mantua. 

White Pine Bog Forest, Geauga County — 
3*4 miles south-southwest of Burton. 

Oregon 

Fort Rock State Monument, Lake County — 
49 miles south-southeast of Bend. 

Newberry Crater, Deschutes County — 
Deschutes National Forest, 24 miles south- 
southeast of Bend. 

South Carolina 

John de la Howe Forest, McCormick 
County — 23 miles southwest of Greenwood. 

South Dakota 

Bijou Hills, Charles Mix County —23 miles 
northwest of Platte. 

[FR Doc.76-3736 Piled 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


Office of the Secretary 

OIL SHALE ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY 
PANEL 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with Pub. L. 92-463 that a meeting of the 


Oil Shale Environmental Advisory Panel 
will be held on March 1 and 2, 1976, at 
the Howard Johnson’s Motor Lodge, 122 
West South Temple in Salt Lake City. 
Utah. The meeting will begin at 1:00 
p.m. on Monday, March 1 in the main 
conference room and conclude at 5:00 
p.m. on Tuesday, March 2. 

The panel w r as established to assist 
the Department of the Interior in the 
performance of its functions in connec¬ 
tion with the supervision of oil shale 
leases issued under the Prototype Oil 
Shale Leasing Program. The purpose of 
this meeting is to review a complete draft 
of the Detailed Development Plan for 
lease tract C-a, review draft material 
for the Detailed Development Plan for 
lease tracts U-a and U-b, review the fifth 
quarterly summary data reports for lease 
tracts C-a, C-b. and U-a and U-b (com¬ 
bined), to receive reports from Interior 
officials and to consider any other mat¬ 
ters which have come before the Panel. 

The meeting is open to the public. It 
is expected that space will permit at least 
75 persons to attend the meeting in addi¬ 
tion to the panel members. 

Interested persons may make brief 
presentations to the panel or file written 
statements. Requests should be made to 
Mr. William L. Rogers, Chairman, at the 
Office of the Secretary, Department of 
the Interior. Room 688, Building 67, Den¬ 
ver Federal Center, Denver, Colorado 
80225. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from Mr. Henry 
O. Ash, Office of the Oil Shale Environ¬ 
mental Advisory Panel, Room 690. Build¬ 
ing 67, Denver Federal Center, Denver, 
Colorado 80225, Telephone No. (303) 
234-3275. Minutes of the meeting will be 
available for public inspection 30 days 
after the meeting at the Panel office. 

Roland G. Robison, Jr., 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior. 

February 3, 1976. 

(FR Doc.76-3786 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Education 

INTERNATIONAL STUDIES CENTERS 
Criteria for Funding of Applications 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
section 601(a) of the National Defense 
Education Act of 1958, as amended (20 
U.S.C. 511(a)), notice is hereby given 
that the Commissioner of Education, 
with the approval of the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, will uti¬ 
lize the funding criteria set forth below 
to evaluate grant applications submitted 
by institutions of higher education for 
international studies centers. 

For purposes of this notice, a “center” 
is defined as an officially designated aca¬ 
demic unit of an institution of higher 
education (or a combination of institu¬ 
tions) , with its own administrative struc¬ 
ture, encompassing various academic dis¬ 
ciplines, such as anthropology, art, busi- 
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ness, economics, education, law. music, 
and political science, through which a 
concentration of educational resources is 
made available for training in modern 
foreign languages, for instruction in re¬ 
lated fields needed to provide a full un¬ 
derstanding of the areas, regions, or 
countries in which such languages are 
commonly used, or for training and re¬ 
search in international studies and the 
international aspects of professional and? 
other fields of study. 

The Commissioner will award grants 
to institutions of higher education to pay 
part of the costs of operating such cen¬ 
ters. Such grants will be funded for two 
succeeding years subject to annual evi¬ 
dence of satisfactory performance and 
the availability of funds. 

A center may be one of two types: 

(1) One type of center will provide 
instruction during the academic year on 
both the graduate level and the under¬ 
graduate level (unless undergraduate in¬ 
struction is not offered at the institution) 
in modem foreign languages and area 
studies or in international studies with 
other than a modem foreign language 
and area studies focus. 

(2) The other type of center will offer 
instruction during the academic year on 
the undergraduate level in modem 
foreign language and area studies or in 
international studies with other than a 
modem foreign language and area 
studies focus. This undergraduate center 
shall provide training for students plan¬ 
ning to continue their study at the grad¬ 
uate or professional level and shall also 
prepare students for direct entrance into 
a profession such as education or busi¬ 
ness in which specialized training in in¬ 
ternational studies plays a significant 
role. 

Centers offering instruction in modem 
foreign language and area studies must 
concentrate on one world region (such 
as East Asia or Africa) and offer in¬ 
struction in two or more of that region’s 
principal languages. They shall also offer 
instruction in other fields which are 
needed to provide a full understanding 
of the areas, regions, or countries in 
which the languages are commonly used. 

Centers offering instruction in inter¬ 
national studies with other than a single 
area studies focus may feature instruc¬ 
tion in international relations (such as 
diplomacy, law, economics, and politics), 
or feature instruction in comparative 
approaches to topics of transnational 
concern (such as food and hunger, inter¬ 
national trade and business, energy and 
environment), or feature instruction 
with an interregional studies focus. This 
type of center shall also provide multi¬ 
disciplinary instruction and foreign 
language training. 

All centers shall include in their core 
offerings both interdisciplinary ap¬ 
proaches to the world area or topic of 
the center and a range of disciplines, 
such as anthropology, economics, fine 
arts, geography, history, music philos¬ 
ophy and religion, political science, and 
sociology, which may be needed for im¬ 
proved understanding of that world area 


or topic. Centers shall also incorporate 
in their core instructional offerings, 
where relevant, professional training in 
education, business, journalism, archi¬ 
tecture and urban planning, law, public 
administration, library science, and the 
health professions, if such training is 
available at their institutions. Linkages 
with such professional training programs 
may be accomplished in a variety of 
ways, such as cross-listing of courses and 
cross-registration, offering of courses on 
the area or topic of the center’s focus in 
the professional school, preparation of 
special center courses designed for 
students in professional training, and 
formulation of joint degree programs. 

In addition to providing specialized 
training, centers shall include “outreach” 
activities to agencies, organizations, and 
individuals outside the university in¬ 
terested in the resouces of the center. 
Centers shall provide such “outreach 
activities” in two or more of the follow¬ 
ing areas, at least one of which shall be 
either (1) or (2) below: (1) Assistance 
to other institutions of higher education 
including public and private four-year 
colleges, particularly those with teacher 
education programs, and two-year col¬ 
leges (such as sharing of library re¬ 
sources. faculty workshops, and cross¬ 
registration of students); (2) assistance 
to State and local elementary and 
secondary educational agencies (such as 
in-service teacher training, bibliographic 
assistance, textbook evaluation, curricu¬ 
lum development, and direct instruct 
tional services); (3) assistance to the 
business community (such as workshops 
and special courses); and (4) sharing of 
resources (such as general lectures, films, 
and book and art exhibits) with the 
community at large. For such activities, 
centers shall expend an amount which 
represents at least 15 percent of the 
grant funds awarded under the program. 
Furthermore, one of the criteria used for 
evaluating applications for centers is the 
extent to which the applicant is carrying 
out or will carry out such activities. 

Outreach activities may take a variety 
of forms, as appropriate to the center’s 
purposes and resources and to the needs 
and interests of such interested parties 
as other institutions of higher education, 
elementary and secondary educational 
agencies, business, and the community 
at large. Information about examples of 
outreach activities which have been un¬ 
dertaken by centers is available from the 
Division of International Education, Bu¬ 
reau of Postsecondary Education, Office 
of Education, Washington, D.C. 20202. 
However, no list of past or present ex¬ 
amples should be considered complete: 
centers are encouraged to be imaginative 
and to create appropriate categories of 
activities here as well as in their core in¬ 
structional offerings. 

Activities of the center shall be car¬ 
ried out primarily within the United 
States and principally on the campus (or 
campuses) of the institution(s) involved. 
In addition to academic year activities, 
center proposals for Federal funding may 


also include summer intensive language 
programs, symposia, or workshops. 

The majority of the centers funded, 
either at the undergraduate, graduate, or 
combined graduate and undergraduate 
levels, will focus on single world areas. 
Subject to the availability of funds, it 
is anticipated that assistance will be pro¬ 
vided for approximately 70 centers. The 
number of centers will range from about 
six to 10 for each of the following six 
world areas: East Asia (including Japan. 
China, and Korea), South Asia (India, 
Sri Lanka, and Pakistan), the Middle 
East (including North Africa), the So¬ 
viet Union and Eastern Europe, Africa, 
and Latin America. Assistance will also 
be available for up to three centers in 
each of the following areas: Southeast 
Asia (including Indonesia and the Phil¬ 
ippines as well as Vietnam, Cambodia. 
Laos, Thailand, Malaysia, and Burma * 
and contemporary Western Europe; and 
one or two for other world areas such as 
Canada and Inner Asia. Of the total 
number of centers assisted, it is antici¬ 
pated that not more than 20 percent will 
be undergraduate centers and not more 
than 20 percent will be allocated to cen¬ 
ters with other than a primary focus on 
foreign language and area studies (i.e., 
other than those designated above), such 
as comparative area studies or interna¬ 
tional affairs. Institutions may submit as 
many proposals as they wish but only 
one proposal may be submitted for any 
given world area or other topic. 

The criteria read as follows: 

(a) In addition to evaluation on the 
basis of criteria found in the Offic e of 
Education General Provisions 45 CFR 
100a.26(b) the Commissioner will fur¬ 
ther evaluate applications for Federal 
support to operate international studies 
centers in accordance with the following 
criteria: 

(1) The quality of the institution’s ex¬ 
isting instruction for the world area or 
topic for which Federal assistance is re¬ 
quested, as evidenced by existing course 
offerings, faculty qualifications, and the 
nature and extent of relevant library 
holdings; 

(2) The extent to which the proposed 
instructional activities of the center will 
strengthen existing international studies 
at the institution; 

(3) The degree of the center’s lntra- 
institutional cooperation; i.e., the extent 
to which cooperative arrangements have 
been worked out with other departments, 
schools, and special and professional 
programs on campus and the extent to 
w'hich the center includes appropriate 
multi- and inter-disciplinary instruc¬ 
tion; 

(4) The amount and percentage of fi¬ 
nancial support to be provided to the 
center by the institution during the 
grant period. Such support may be meas¬ 
ured in terms of the number of tenured 
faculty in the center, the percent of 
their time spent on the center’s program 
and the extent to which the core pro¬ 
gram is built into the regular budget of 
the institution, including the estimated 
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support for the second and third years 
of the proposed center ; 

(5) The kinds of performance require¬ 
ments for students participating in cen¬ 
ter programs, including regular course- 
work, language proficiency, overseas ex¬ 
perience (residence for study or service), 
and research in modern foreign lan¬ 
guages and area of international studies; 

(6) The nature and extent of assist¬ 
ance to be provided by the center for 
outreach activities in two or more of 
the following areas, at least one of which 
shall be either (i) or (ii) below: 

(i) Assistance to other institutions of 
higher education including public and 
private four-year colleges, particularly 
those with teacher education programs 
and two-year colleges; 

(ii) Assistance to State and local ele¬ 
mentary and secondary educational 
agencies; 

(iii) Assistance to the business com¬ 
munity; 

(iv) Sharing of resources in the com¬ 
munity at large; and 

(7) The extent to which provision is 
made by the institution for overseas ex¬ 
perience for faculty and students, and 
for cooperation with foreign scholars, in¬ 
stitutions. and governments. 

(b) In order to help achieve a reason¬ 
able geographic distribution of Title VT 
international studies centers throughout 
the United States the Commissioner will, 
in awarding grants under this program, 
take into account the proximity of any 
proposed center to any'other center fo¬ 
cusing on the same world area or spe¬ 
cialized field of study. 

(20 u.S.C. 511(a)) 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections regarding the proposed fund¬ 
ing criteria to the International Studies 
Branch, Bureau of Postsecondary Educa¬ 
tion, U.S. Office of Education, 7th and D 
Streets. SW.. Room 3671, Regional Office 
Building Three. Washington, D.C. 20202. 
Comments received in response to this 
notice will be available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the above office on Mondays 
through Fridays between 9:00 a.m. and 
4:00 p.m. 

All relevant materials must be received 
on or before March 10,1976. 

Dated: December 10.1975. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

Approved: February 2,1976. 

Marjorie Lynch, 

Acting Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram: 13.435 Foreign Language and Area 
Studies—Centers) 

(FR Doc.76-3761 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


INTERNATIONAL STUDIES CENTERS 

Closing Date for Receipt of Initial 
Applications 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 


601(a) of Title VI of the National De¬ 
fense Education Act of 1958, as amended 
(20 U.S.C. 511(a)), applications are be¬ 
ing accepted from institutions of higher 
education for initial grants under the 
International Studies Centers program. 

Applications for initial grants must be 
received by the U.S. Office of Education 
Application Control Center on or before 
March 12,1976. 

A. Application sent by mail. An appli¬ 
cation sent by mail should be addressed 
as follows: U.S. Office of Education, Ap¬ 
plication Control Center, 400 Maryland 
Avenue. SW., Washington, D.C. 20202, 
Attention: 13.435. An application sent by 
mail will be considered to be received on 
time by the Application Control Center 
if: 

(1) The application was sent by regis¬ 
tered or certified mail not later than 
March 8, 1976, as evidenced by the U.S. 
Postal Service postmark on the wrapper 
or envelope, or on the original receipt 
from the U.S. Postal Service; or 

(2) The application is received on or 
before the closing date by either the De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare, or the U.S. Office of Education mail 
room in Washington. D.C. In establishing 
the date of receipt, the Commissioner will 
rely on the time-date stamp of such mail 
rooms or other documentary evidence of 
receipt maintained by the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, or the 
U.S. Office of Education. 

B. Hand delivered applications. An ap¬ 
plication to be hand delivered must be 
taken to the U.S. Office of Education Ap¬ 
plication Control Center, Room 5673, 
Regional Office Building Three. 7th and 
D Streets. SW., Washington, D.C. Hand 
delivered applications will be accepted 
daily between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 
4:00 p.m. Washington. D.C. time, except 
Saturdays, Sundays, or Federal holidays. 
Applications will not be accepted after 
4:00 p.m. on the closing date. 

C. Program information and forms. In¬ 
formation and application forms may be 
obtained from the International Studies 
Branch, Bureau of Postsecondary Edu¬ 
cation, U.S. Office of Education, Room 
3671, 7th and D Streets, SW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20202. 

D. Applicable regulations. The regula¬ 
tions applicable to this program include 
the Office of Education General Provi¬ 
sions Regulations (45 CFR Part 100a) 
and the criteria relating to the interna¬ 
tional studies centers, published in this 
volume of the Federal Register. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 13.435; Higher Education—Language 
and Area Centers Program) 

Dated: December 10,1975 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education . 

[FR Doc.76-3762 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SAFETY ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Subcommittee Meetings 

On January 26, 1976, announcement 
of the meetings of the subcommittees of 
the National Highway Safety Advisory 
Committee was published in the Federal 
Register. These meetings will be held 
at the DOT Headquarters Building, 400 
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C., 
in room 2232. 

The National Highway Safety Advisory 
Committee is composed of 35 members 
appointed by the President in accord¬ 
ance with the Highway Safety Act of 
1966 (23 U.S.C. 401 et seq.). The Com¬ 
mittee consists of representatives of 
State and local governments, State legis¬ 
latures. public and private interests con¬ 
tributing to, affected by, or concerned 
with highway safety, other public and 
private agencies, organizations, and 
groups demonstrating an active interest 
in highway safety, and research scien¬ 
tists and other experts in highway safety. 

The Advisory Committee advises, con¬ 
sults with, and makes recommendations 
to the Secretary of Transportation on 
matters relating to the activities of the 
Department in the field of highway 
safety. The Committee is specifically au¬ 
thorized (1) to review research projects 
or programs, and (2) to review, prior to 
issuance, standards proposed to be is¬ 
sued by the Secretary under the national 
highway safety program. 

These meetings are subject to the ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary of Transpor¬ 
tation. 

On February 11 at 8:30 a.m. the Ad¬ 
judication Task Force will meet with the 
following agenda: 

Summation of Cincinnati ASAP Site Visit 
Status of Task Force Progress to Date 
Plans for Los Angeles ASAP Site Visit 
New Business/Old Business 

A 10:30 a.m. on February 11 the Driver 
Subcommittee will meet with the follow¬ 
ing agenda: 

Briefing on New NHTSA Standards Revision 
Process 

Briefing on Proposed Pedalcycllst Safety 
Standard 

Review of Current Driver Standards 
Summary of Major Areas of Activity 
Driver Skill and Behavior Modification Task 
Force Report 

Discussion of Specific Areas of Activity 
A—Alcohol 
B—Seat Belt Usage 
C—55 MPH Enforcement 
Discussion on: 

A—CB Radio Aid to Safety 
B—LORAN C Vehicle Position Fix System 
Review of Proposed Draft Response to Sec¬ 
retary's Questions 
New Business/Old Business 

On February 12 starting at 9:00 a.m. 
there will be a joint meeting of the Ve¬ 
hicle and Highway Environment Sub¬ 
committees with the following agenda: 
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Moped (Motorized Bicycle) Safety 
Briefing on Status of FMVSS 121—Air Brake 
Standard 

Status of DOT’S Position on Nationwide 55 
MPH Speed Limit 

Discussion of National Standards for Truck 
Size. Weight and Length 
Continuation of Discussion of Truck Stand¬ 
ards 

Discussion of Future Impact of Smaller Cars, 
55 MPH Speed Limit, and Commercial Ve¬ 
hicles on Design and Safety Standards for 
Highways 

Review of Current Vehicle-Highway Environ¬ 
ment Standards Administered by NHTSA 

On February 13 the joint meeting of 
the Vehicle and Highway Environment 
Subcommittees will continue with the 
following agenda: 

Consideration of Proposed Positions of 
Highway Environment Subcommittee: 

1— Reorganization of FHWA's Safety Func¬ 
tions 

2— Full-Time Safety Coordinator (FHWA 
Division Office) 

3— Reapproval of State Highway Plans for 
Safety Compliance 

4 — "Mandatory" Federal Highway Safety 
Construction Guidelines 

Evaluation of Proposed Changes to FHWA 
Standard 12—"Highway Design, Construc- 
and Maintenance" 

Railroad Grade Crossings: Report on Out¬ 
come of Harrisburg Meeting Discussion on 
Combining Standards 9, 10 and 18 Relat¬ 
ing to Traffic Records and Accident Data 
Discussion of Impact of Removing FHWA’s 
3-}- Standards from 402 Program 
New Business/Old Business 

For further Information contact the 
NHTSA Executive Secretary, Room 5215, 
400 Seventh Street SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20590, telephone 202-426-2872. 

Sec. 10(a) (2) of Pub. L. 92-463, Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act (FACA), effective Jan¬ 
uary 5, 1973.) 

Issued: February 4. 1976. 

Wm. H. Marsh, 
Executive Secretary. 
(FR Doc.76-3906 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 amj 

AMERICAN INDIAN POLICY REVIEW 
COMMISSION 
INDIAN EDUCATION 
Congressional Seminars 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provision of the Joint Resolution estab¬ 
lishing the American Indian Policy Re¬ 
view Commission (Pub. L. 93-580), as 
amended, that the American Indian Pol¬ 
icy Review Commission will hold the sec¬ 
ond in its series of Congressional 
seminars on Friday, February 6, 1976, 
from 10:00 a.m.-12 noon in Rayburn 
Building room B-308. 

The purpose of the seminar, which will 
be held every Friday morning through 
April 2nd, is to alert Congressional mem¬ 
bers and their legislative aides to the 
major issues of importance to American 
Indians. Each seminar will take the form 
of a panel discussion conducted by one 
of the eleven Commission task forces on 
a specific area of Indian affairs. The dis¬ 
cussions will in each case be followed by 
a question and answer period. 


At the second seminar on February 6, 
Louis Bruce (Mohawk-Sioux), the for¬ 
mer Commissioner of the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, presently serving as Com¬ 
missioner on the American Indian Pol¬ 
icy Review Commission, will give the 
opening remarks. These will be followed 
by a panel discussion with two members 
of the Task Force on Indian Education, 
Helen Schierbeck (Lumbee) and Earl 
Barlow (Blackfeet). Helen Schierbeck, 
Chairwoman of the Task Force, is also 
Director of the Special Project on the 
History and Financing of Indian Educa¬ 
tion for the John Hay Whitney Founda¬ 
tion, while Barlow also serves as Super¬ 
intendent of Schools on the Blackfeet 
Reservation. The discussion, which will 
cover some of the problems existing in 
the area of Indian Education, will 
be moderated by Kirke Kickingbird 
(Kiowa), legal counsel for the Com¬ 
mission. 

The American Indian Policy Review 
Commission has been authorized to con¬ 
duct a comprehensive review of the his¬ 
torical and legal developments underly¬ 
ing the unique relationship of Indians to 
the Federal Government in order to 
determine the nature and scope of nec¬ 
essary revision in the formulation of 
policies and programs for the benefit of 
Indians. The Commission is composed of 
eleven members, three of whom were ap¬ 
pointed from the Senate, three from the 
House of Representatives and five mem¬ 
bers of the Indian Community elected by 
the Congressional members. 

The actual investigations are con¬ 
ducted by eleven task forces in designated 
subject areas. 

Dated: February 3, 1976. 

Kirke Kickingbird, 
General Counsel. 

(FR Doc.76-3659 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


COMMISSION PROCEEDINGS AND TASK 
FORCE REPORTS 

Hearings 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provision of the Joint Resolution estab¬ 
lishing the American Indian Policy Re¬ 
view Commission (Pub. L. 93-580), as 
amended, that hearings related to their 
proceedings will be held by the Task 
Force studying Trust Responsibility and 
the Federal Indian Relationship (Treaty 
Review) in Albuquerque, NM, on Febru¬ 
ary 9 and 10, 1976, at the Airport Marina 
Hotel and on February 11, 1976, at Win¬ 
dow Rock, Arizona on the Navaho Reser¬ 
vation. The Task Force studying Urban 
and Rural Non-Reservation Indians will 
hold hearings in Seattle, WA on Febru¬ 
ary 17, 1976, at the New Federal Build¬ 
ing, 915 2nd Ave., Room 2748 and in 
Billings, MT, on February 19, 1976, at 
Eastern Montana College. 

The American Indian Policy Review 
Commission has been authorized to con¬ 
duct a comprehensive review of the his¬ 
torical and legal developments under¬ 
lying the unique relationship of Indians 
to the Federal Government in order to 
determine the nature and scope of neces¬ 


sary revision in the formulation of poli¬ 
cies and programs for the benefit of 
Indians. The Commission is composed of 
eleven members, three of whom were ap¬ 
pointed from the Senate, three from the 
House of Representatives and five mem¬ 
bers of the Indian community elected by 
the Congressional members. 

The actual investigations are con¬ 
ducted by eleven task forces in desig¬ 
nated subject areas. The hearings will 
focus on issues related to the studies of 
each of the three previously mentioned 
task forces. 

Dated: February 2, 1976 

Kirke Kickingbird, 
General Counsel. 

(FR Doc.76-3858 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No. 27573; Order 76-1-97] 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Regarding Specific Commodity Rates 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 76-2803, appearing at page 
4631 in the issue for Friday, January 30. 
1976, the fifth paragraph in the second 
column, should be deleted in its entirety. 


(Docket 28666] 

UNITED AIR LINES, INC. 

Increased C.O.D. Minimum Charges; 

Postponement of Prehearing Conference 

Notice is hereby given that the pre- 
hearing conference in the above-entitled 
matter, now assigned to be held on 
February 5, 1976 (41 F.R. 3116), is post¬ 
poned until further notice. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
3, 1976. 

(seal! Burton S. Kolko. 

Administrative Law Judge. 

(FR Doc.76-3804 Filed 2-6-76;8:46 am] 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON DEFINITION 
AND REGULATION OF MARKET INSTRU¬ 
MENTS 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 10(a) of the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. I., 10(a), that 
the Commodity Futures Trading Com¬ 
mission Advisory Committee on Defini¬ 
tion and Regulation of Market Instru¬ 
ments (“Advisory Committee on Market 
Instruments’*) will conduct advisory 
committee meetings on February 23, 24 
and 25, 1976, at the L’Enfant Plaza Hotel, 
480 L’Enfant Plaza East, S.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., in the Charles Suite, begin¬ 
ning at 9:30 a.m. each day. The Futures, 
Forward and Leverage Contracts Sub¬ 
committee will meet on February 23; The 
Commodity Options Subcommittee will 
meet on February 24; and the Cash Com¬ 
modity Markets Subcommittee will meet 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 








NOTICES 


5655 


on February 25. The Advisory Committee 
on Market Instruments was chartered to 
consider and submit reports and recom¬ 
mendations to the Commission on the 
following subjects: 

(1) Appropriate standards to be uti¬ 
lized by the Commission in regulating 
forms of transactions that are subject to 
the Commodity Exchange Act, as 
amended, including consideration of such 
matters as: 

(1) Appropriate standards to be uti¬ 
lized by the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission regarding the definition of 
commodity futures contracts; and 

(ii) Appropriate restrictions or pro¬ 
hibitions for options relating to com¬ 
modity transactions and margin or lev¬ 
erage transactions subject to Section 217 
of the CFTC Act. 

(2) Responsibilities of the Commis¬ 
sion over cash commodity markets. This 
will include consideration of such mat¬ 
ters as: 

(i) Contracts for forward delivery; 

(ii) Cash market manipulations; and 

(iii) Data and reporting needs for cash 
markets. 

The summarized agenda for each of 
the Subcommittee meetings is as follows: 

Futures, Forward and Leverage Contracts 
Subcommittee, February 23 

The Subcommittee will continue Its dis¬ 
cussion of what specific types of regulations, 
if any. should be adopted by the Commission 
(a) to prevent fraud and manipulation in 
connection with the offer and sale of leverage 
contract®, and (b) to Insure the financial 
Integrity of leverage transactions. In connec¬ 
tion with this discussion, the Subcommittee 
will consider, among others, the areas of seg¬ 
regation of funds, minimum net worth or 
working capital requirements, repurchase of 
contract® by the issuer, disclosure of contract 
terms, coverage of leverage contract®, charges 
and fees imposed by leverage contract mer¬ 
chants, registration of leverage contract mer¬ 
chants and persons associated with leverage 
contract merchants, financial disclosure, use 
of contents of advertising and promotional 
literature, and margin requirements. 

Commodity Options Subcommittee. 

February 24 

The Subcommittee will discuss the recom¬ 
mendations to be made to the full Advisory 
Committee concerning options trading. If it 
determines at its meeting on February 11, 
1976 that options trading should be per¬ 
mitted in the U.S., It will seek to approve a 
draft recommendation at this meeting con¬ 
cerning the terms and conditions under 
which such trading should be allowed. 

Cash Market Subcommittee. February 26 

The Subcommittee will seek to approve a 
draft recommendation to the full Advisory 
Committee on matters relating to the CFTC's 
price manipulation and antifraud authority 
over cash commodity markets. 

All meetings are open to the public. 
The Chairman of the Committee is em¬ 
powered to conduct the meeting in a 
fashion that will, in his Judgment, fa¬ 
cilitate the orderly conduct of business. 
Any member of the public that wishes 
to file a written statement with the Com¬ 
mittee should mail a copy of the state¬ 
ment to Mrs. Harrison, The Advisory 
Committee on Market Instruments, Com¬ 


modity Futures Trading Commission, 
1120 Connecticut Avenue, NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20036, by February 16, 1976. 

The Commission is maintaining a list 
of persons interested in the operations of 
this advisory committee and will mail 
notice of the meetings to those persons. 
Interested persons may have their names 
placed on this list by writing DeVan L. 
Shumay, Director, Office of Public In¬ 
formation. Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 1120 Connecticut Avenue, 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20036. 

Dated: February 3. 1976. 

William T. Bagley, 
Chairman, Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission. 

|FR Doc.76-3731 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 ami 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 

Systems of Records Amendment, New 
Routine Use 

Notice is hereby given that the Con¬ 
sumer Product Safety Commission, in 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552a (e> (11), 
section 3 of the Privacy Act of 1974 (Pub. 
L. 93-579). proposes to adopt the follow¬ 
ing routine use for all of its systems of 
records, notices of which were published 
in the Federal Register, September 3, 
1975 (40 FR 45124); “Disclosure may be 
made to a congressional office from the 
record of an individual in response to an 
inquiry from the congressional office 
made at the request of that individual.” 

Interested persons are requested to 
submit written comments regarding this 
proposed routine use on or before March 
10, 1976. Comments should be submitted, 
preferably in five copies, to the Secretary, 
Consumer Product Safety Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20207. Received com¬ 
ments may be seen in the Office of the 
Secretary, 10th Floor, 1750 K Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. during business hours 
(8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: February 3,1976. 

Sadye E. Dunn, 

Secretary . 

Consumer Product Safety Commission. 

[FR Doc.76-3767 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am) 


DEFENSE MANPOWER COMMISSION 

MILITARY COMPENSATION AND RETIRE- 
MENT; TOTAL FORCE OF FUTURE AND 
SUSTAINABILITY AND COST OF ALL 
VOLUNTEER FORCE 

Meeting 

Fhirsuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463), notice is hereby given that the 
Commissioners of the Defense Manpower 
Commission will meet on February 27, 
1976 at 9:00 a.m. In the New Executive 
Office Building, Room 2008, 726 Jackson 
Place, NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. The 
purpose of the meeting will be to review 


Military Compensation and Retirement; 
the Total Force of the Future; and the 
Sustainability and Cost of the All Volun¬ 
teer Force. The above Issues are subject 
to change dependent upon staff progress, 
and other subjects may be substituted. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Because of limited space, interested per¬ 
sons wishing to attend should telephone 
(202) 254-7803 prior to each meeting. 

Dated: February 4,1976. 

Bruce Palmer, Jr., 
General, USA (Ret.), 
Executive Director. 

(FR Doc.76-3768 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 ami 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL 487-1; PF28) 

AMERICAN CYANAMID CO. 

Filing of Pesticide Petition 

American Cyanamid Company, Agri¬ 
cultural Division, PO Box 400, Princeton 
NJ 08540, has submitted a petition (PP 
6F1703) to the Environmental Protection 
Agency which proposes that 40 CFR 180 
be amended to establish tolerances for 
residues of the herbicide difenzoquat 
methyl sulfate (1.2-dimethyl-3,5-diphen- 
yl-fH-pyrazolium methyl sulfate) in or 
on the raw agricultural commodities bar¬ 
ley straw and wheat straw at 20.0 parts 
per million (ppm); barley grain at 0.2 
ppm; wheat grain at 0.05 ppm (negligible 
residue; and in the meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
sheep and poultry at 0.05 ppm (negligible 
residue). The proposed analytical method 
for determining residues is a UV spectro- 
pliotometric procedure. (PM23) 

Notice of this submission is given pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of Section 408(d) 
(1) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos¬ 
metic Act. Interested persons are invited 
to submit written comments on the peti¬ 
tion referred to in this notice to he Fed¬ 
eral Regiser Section, Technical Services 
Division (WH-569), Office of Pesticide 
Programs, Environmental Protection 
Agency. Room 401, East Tower, 401 M St. 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. Three 
copies of the comments should be submit¬ 
ted to facilitate the work of the Agency 
and others interested in inspecting them. 
The comments should be submitted as 
soon as possible and should bear a nota¬ 
tion indicating the petition number “PP 
6F1703". Comments may be made at any 
time while a petition is pending before 
the Agency. All written comments filed 
pursuant to this notice will be available 
for public inspection in the office of the 
Federal Register Section from 8:30 ajn. 
to 4:00 p.m. Monday through Friday. 

Dated: February 3,1976. 

John B. Ritch, Jr., 
Director , Registration Division. 

[FR Doc.76-3722 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 20690; FCC 76-61 [ 

AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH 
CO. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Instituting Investigation and Hearing 

In the matter of American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company, Docket No. 
20690, Revisions to Tariff F.C.C. Nos. 258 
and 267, Transmittal No. 12478. 

1. On December 16,1974, this Commis¬ 
sion released a Memorandum Opinion 
and Order, 50 FCC 2d 501, permitting the 
American Telephone and Telegraph 
Company (AT&T) to begin operation of 
facilities for the provision of Dataphone 
Digital Service (DDS) among 24 cities 
while a hearing was conducted to ex¬ 
amine the lawfulness of he DDS rates.’ 
DDS is a private line digital data com¬ 
munications service offering two-way 
transmission of digital signals at syn¬ 
chronous speeds of 2.4, 4.8, 9.6 or 56 
Kilobits per second (Kbps) and is gov¬ 
erned by AT&T’s Tariff FCC No. 267/ On 
December 29, 1975, AT&T filed revisions 
to its Tariff FCC No. 267 to become ef¬ 
fective January 28, 1976, which would 
add a DDS service offering at a speed of 

1.544 Megabits per second (Mbps).' This 
higher speed service was formerly pro¬ 
vided to the United States Department of 
Defense (DOD) by the use of five experi¬ 
mental channels filed on an individual 
case basis in AT&T’s Tar iff FCC No. 258. 
The revisions provide for the general of¬ 
fering of 1.544 Mbps service and, concur¬ 
rent with the effectiveness of the revi¬ 
sions to Tariff FCC No. 267, the termina¬ 
tion of 1.544 Mbps service pursuant to 
Tariff FCC No. 258. AT&T also indicated 
its intent to file, upon the effectiveness 
of the revisions to Tariff FCC No. 267, 
revisions to its Tariff FCC No. 268 to pro¬ 
vide 1.544 Mbps facilities for use by 
OCCS. 4 That offering would be with rates 
and characteristics identical to those 
provided for in the revisions to Tariff 
FCC No. 267. 

2. We have received from Data Trans¬ 
mission Company (DATRAN) and DOD, 
petitions to suspend and investigate the 
described revisions to AT&T Tariff FCC 
Nos. 267 and 258, both challenging the 
lawfulness of the proposed rates. In ad¬ 
dition, DOD filed a petition to reject the 
tariff filings and DATRAN requested that 
the Identical revisions proposed for 
Tariff FCC No. 268 be included in any 


1 Docket No. 20288; proposed findings are 
due In this proceeding no later than March 
16, 1976. 

* DDS channels are provided to other com¬ 
mon carriers (OCC) for resale pursuant to 
AT&T Tariff FCC No. 268. 

* By Special Permission No. 7819 the Chief, 
Common Carrier Bureau authorized AT&T to 
file the revisions on 80 days notice in order 
to facilitate the fulfillment of an urgent 
customer request. 

* AT&T requested special permission to file 
the revisions to Tariff FCC No. 268 on not 
less than one day’s notice. 


hearing. DATRAN requested that the re¬ 
visions be suspended for one day and an 
accounting order be imposed on AT&T 
pending the final determination of the 
hearing, while DOD asks for a full three 
month suspension and an accounting 
order thereafter. 

3. We have given careful considera¬ 
tion to the pleadings before us and are 
of the opinion that there are substan¬ 
tial questions of lawfulness raised by the 
revised tariffs which we are unable to 
resolve without further investigation and 
hearing. Furthermore, we agree with 
DATRAN that the issues raised by 
AT&T’s proposed identical revisions to 
it-s Tariff FCC No. 268 should be in¬ 
cluded in the hearing. 0 Included among 
the unresolved issues and subissues are 
whether the proposed rates unlawfully 
discriminate between 1.544 Mbps users 
and lower speed users by giving mileage 
discounts to users of 1.544 Mbps while 
charging lower speed users on a flat per 
mile basis; whether the proposed rates 
unlawfully discriminate by charging 

1.544 Mbps short mileage users higher 
rates per mile than those charged longer 
mileage users; whether the switch from 
point-to-point pricing to rate center to 
rate center pricing is unlawfully dis¬ 
criminatory; whether the rates are un¬ 
just or unreasonable because the per¬ 
centage discount per Kilobit decreases as 
the speed of the service increases; 
whether the rates are unjust or unrea¬ 
sonable in that the ratio of price to al¬ 
leged cost of service is greater for 1.544 
Mbps than for the lower speeds; whether 
the tariff is unlawfully discriminatory in 
providing error performance standards 
for the lower speeds but omitting them 
from 1.544 Mbps service; what impact 
the offering of this service will have 
upon the market projections submitted in 
Docket No. 20288 whether identical pric¬ 
ing for both OCCs and the public, as pro¬ 
posed by AT-T, is unlawfully discrimina¬ 
tory because the costs in serving the two 
are allegedly different; and whether 
competitive necessity would justify lower 
rates to the OCCs. 

4. We do not find, however, that an 
extended suspension period would be in 
the public interest. While an accounting 
order will remedy any payment of ex¬ 
cessive increases in the charges, there 
would be no remedy for the delay and 
higher costs of interim service at lower 
speeds caused by a full three month sus¬ 
pension permitted pursuant to Section 
204 of the Act, 47 U.S.C. 204. Therefore, 
we will limit our suspension of these 
tariff revisions to one day for the revi¬ 
sions to Tariff FCC No. 258 and 267 and 
require AT&T to keep accurate account 
of all amounts received from DOD in 
supplying 1.544 Mbps service.* * Our sus- 


* An order to this effect will be Issued upon 
receipt of those tariff revisions. 

•Since only DOD could obtain 1.544 Mbps 
service under Tariff FCC No. 258, It alone 
faces “increased charges” within the mean¬ 
ing of Section 204 of the Act and, conse¬ 
quently, is the only customer covered by the 
accounting order. 


pension of the revisions to Tariff FCC 
No. 258, terminating the provision of 

1.544 Mbps service under that tariff, is 
being imposed in order to insure conti¬ 
nuity in AT&T’s provision of 1.544 Mbps 
service to DOD. 

5. Accordingly , it is ordered, That, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of Sections (4) 

(i), 4(j), 201-205, and 403 of the Com¬ 
munications Act, as amended, 47 U.S.C. 
§§ 154(i), 154(j), 201-205, 403, an investi¬ 
gation and hearing is instituted into the 
lawfulness of the aforementioned tariff 
revisions filed by AT&T under Trans¬ 
mittal No. 12478. 

6. It is further ordered. That, without 
in any way limiting the scope of the pro¬ 
ceeding, it shall include consideration of 
the following: 

(1) Whether any of the charges, clas¬ 
sifications, regulations, or practices con¬ 
tained in the subject tariff revisions are 
or will be unjust or unreasonable within 
the meaning of Section 201(b) of the 
Communications Act; 

(2) Whether such revisions will make 
an unjust or unreasonable discrimination 
or will subject any person or class of 
persons to undue or unreasonable preju¬ 
dice or disadvantage, or will give any 
undue or unreasonable preference or ad¬ 
vantage to any person or class of persons, 
within the meaning of Section 202(a) of 
the Communications Act; 

(3) Whether such revisions have been 
filed in full compliance with Section 203 
of the Act governing the filing of tariff 
schedules and Part 61 of the Rules 
adopted thereunder; 

(4) Whether such charges, regulations, 
practices and classifications are in con¬ 
formity with such rate-making prin¬ 
ciples and guidelines as may be adopted 
by this Commission in the Private Line 
Rate case. Docket No. 18128; 

(5) The subissues listed in paragraph 
3, supra. 

(6) Whether the Commission should 
prescribe just and reasonable charges, 
classifications, regulations and practices 
to be followed hereafter with respect to 
the service governed by such tariff re¬ 
visions and, if so, the charges, classifica¬ 
tions, regulations and practices that 
should be prescribed. 

7. It is further ordered , That, pursuant 
to sections 4(i), 4(j), and 204 of the Com¬ 
munications Act, the tariff revisions filed 
by AT&T under Transmittal No. 12478 
are suspended until January 29, 1976. 

8. It is further ordered , That AT&T 
shall, in the case of all charges made pur¬ 
suant to the tariff revisions filed with 
Transmittal No. 12478, until further 
order of this Commission, keep accurate 
account of all amounts received, from 
the United States Departments of De¬ 
fense; and shall make no changes in 
said tariff revisions during the period of 
suspension without prior approval from 
this Commission. 

9 . It is further ordered. That the peti¬ 
tion to reject the tariff revisions, filed 
by the United States Department of De¬ 
fense, is denied. 

10. It is further ordered, Hiat the 
petitions to suspend and investigate, filed 
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by Data Transmission Company and the 
United States Department of Defense are 
granted in part and denied in part, as 
provided herein. 

11. It is further ordered , That a sep¬ 
arated trial staff will participate in this 
proceeding. The Chief, Hearing and 
Legal Division and his staff and the 
Deputy Chief, Common Carrier Bureau 
will be separated from the Commission, 
the presiding Administrative Law Judge, 
the Office of the General Counsel, and 
the Chief and all Division Chiefs of the 
Common Carrier Bureau, but are unre¬ 
stricted in their access to all other Com¬ 
mission personnel. 

12. It is further ordered , That AT&T is 
the party-respondent herein and that the 
United States Department of Defense, 
the Data Transmission Company and 
any other party filing a notice of 
intent to participate in this proceeding, 
on or before February 19, 1976, are des¬ 
ignated parties hereto. 

Adopted: January 27,1976. 

Released : February 4,1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

I seal I Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-3774 Filed 2-6-76;8:46 am] 


BROADCAST BUREAU INTERNATIONAL 

SERVICE GROUP (WARC-1979) JOINT 

INDUSTRY/GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE 

WORKING GROUP “F § (WARC-1977) 

Schedule of Meetings 

February 4, 1976. 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the following meetings. 

February 25, 1976 

The International Broadcasting Serv¬ 
ice Group, Stanley Leinwoll, Chairman, 
and Roger Legge, Vice-Chairman, will 
hold its third meeting at 10:00 a.m. on 
February 25, 1976, in Room A-110, Fed¬ 
eral Communications Commission, 1229 
20th Street, NW., Washington, D.C. The 
meeting will be open to broadcast indus¬ 
try representatives and interested mem¬ 
bers of the public. The Agenda for the 
meeting is as follows: 

1. Call to order by the Chairman. 

2. Approval of the Minutes of January 12, 
1976 meeting. 

3. Reports from Task Forces. 

4. Discussions of Task Forces reports. 

5. Creation of Task Force to review ITU 
Radio Regulations and pertinent CCIR docu¬ 
ments. 

6. New business. 

7. Discussion of matters to be covered at 
next meeting. 

8. Setting next meeting date and adjourn¬ 
ment. 

February 25, 1976 

Working Group “F” (Procedures) of 
the Jl/GC on Broadcasting Satellites in 
the 11.7-12.2 GHz band—Chairman 
Donald Weiland—will meet 9:30 a.m. to 
12:30 p.m. in Room 6331, 2025 “M” St., 
NW., Washington, D.C. Purpose of this 


meeting is to review a draft report by the 
group. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

C seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-3779 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 ami 


(Report No. 7911 

COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

Applications Accepted for Filing 

February 2, 1976. 

The applications listed herein have 
been found, upon initial review, to be ac¬ 
ceptable for filing. The Commission re¬ 
serves the right to return any of these 
applications, if upon further examina¬ 
tion, it is determined they are defective 
and not in conformance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules and Regulations or its 
policies. 

Final action will not be taken on any 
of these applications earlier than 31 days 
following the date of this notice, except 
for radio applications not requiring a 30 
day notice period (see 309(c) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934) or as other¬ 
wise noted. Unless specified to the con¬ 
tra ry, comments or petitions may be 
filed concerning any of these applications 
within 30 days of the date of this notice. 

In order for an application filed un¬ 
der Part 21 of the Commission’s Rules 
(Domestic Public Radio Services) to be 
considered mutually exclusive with any 
other such application appearing herein, 
it must be substantially complete and 
tendered for filing by whichever date is 
earlier: (a) The close of business one 
business day preceding the day on which 
the Commission takes action on the pre¬ 
viously fildd application; or (b) within 
60 days after the date of the public no¬ 
tice listing the first prior filed applica¬ 
tion (with which the subsequent applica¬ 
tion is in conflict) as having been ac¬ 
cepted for filing. In common carrier 
radio services other than those listed 
under Part 21. the cut-off date for filing 
a mutually exclusive application is the 
close of business one business day pre¬ 
ceding the day on which the previously 
filed application is designated for hear¬ 
ing. With limited exceptions, an applica¬ 
tion which is subsequently amended by a 
major change will be considered as a 
newly filed application for purposes of 
the cut-off rule. (See §§ 1.227(b) (3) and 
21.30(b) of the Commission’s rules.) 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal ! Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Application Accepted For Filing: 

DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE 

21261-CD-P-76, Radio Paging and Telephone 
Answering Service of Charlotte, Inc. C.P. to 
add transmitter to operate on 35.22 MHz 
located at 300 South College Street, Char¬ 
lotte, North Carolina. (KIM905) 


21262-CD-P-(3) -76. Havre Answering Service, 
(KXJD209), C.P. for additional faculties to 
operate on 152.21 MHz (Base) and 459.350 
MHz (Repeater) at Loc. #2 to be located 
Centennial Mountain 12.8 miles ENE of Big 
Sandy, and 454.350 MHz (Control) at Loc. 
#3 to be located at 501-4th Avenue, Havre, 
Montana. 

21263-CD-AP-76, Public Service Associates, 
Inc. Consent to Assignment of Permit from 
Public Service Associates. Inc., Assignor to 
Courtesy Communications, Inc., Assignee. 
Station: KWT894, Spokane. Washington. 

21264-CD-P-(2)-76, Electronic Engineering 
Company, (New). C.P. for a new 1-way 
station to operate on 43.22 MHz at two sites 
described as: Loc. #1: 428 5th Street, Ames, 
Iowa; and Loc. #2: 1.2 miles West of 
Napier. Iowa. 

21265-CD-P-76, Central Telephone Company 
of Florida, (KWT876), CJP. to replace 
transmitter operating on 152.84 MHz 
located at 218 East Park Avenue, Tallahas¬ 
see, Florida. 

21266-CD-AL-(2)-76, Anserfone. Inc., Con¬ 
sent to Assignment of License from Anser¬ 
fone. Inc., Assignor to Palm Beach Radio, 
Inc., Assignee. Stations: KIA955 & KRM950, 
West Palm Beach, Florida. 

21267—CD-P—76, Mobllfone Service, Inc., 
(KWU327), C.P. to change antenna sys¬ 
tem operating on 152.24 MHz located at 
1020 SE 6th Street, Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma. 

21268-CD-MP-76. Gulf Mobllphone Alabama. 
Inc., (KWH322), Mod. of C.P. to relocate 
facilities operating on 454.200 MHz to be 
located on Top of Red Mtn., 81st Street 
Hill, Birmingham. Alabama. 

21269-CD-MP-76, RAM Broadcasting of 
Massachusetts, Inc., (KCC483), Modifica¬ 
tion of C.P. to replace transmitter operat¬ 
ing on 454.300 MHz. located at 3 Sidney 
Street, Wakefield, Massachusetts. 

21270-CD-P-76, Empire Paging Corporation, 
(KEC933), C.P. for additional facilities to 
operate on 454.150 MHz to be located at a 
new site described as Loc. #3: 0.6 mile SW 
of Valhalla, New York. 

Inc.. (KUS288). C.P. to change antenna 

21271-CD-P-76. Radio Enterprises of Ohio, 
system operating on 35.22 MHz located on 
Jefferson Road, Ashtabula, Ohio. 

21272—CD-P—76, Mobllfone Service. Inc., 
(KQZ792), C.P. for additional facilities to 
operate on 152.24 MHz to be located at a 
new site described as Loc. if3: 4.8 miles 
North and 0.5 mile East of Endlnburgh, 
Texas. 

21273-CD-P-(3)-76, AIrsignal International, 
Inc., (KQB688), C.P. for additional facili¬ 
ties to operate on 152.08, 152.15 & 454 100 
MHz to be located at a new site described 
as: Loc. if3: UUet St., approx. 0.65 mile 
East of Dueber Ave.. East Sparta, Ohio. 

21274—CD-P-76, Comanche County Tele¬ 
phone. Inc., (New). C.P. for a new sta¬ 
tion to operate on 152.75 MHz to be located 
Vi mile North of Hwy. 6. De Leon, Texas. 

21275—CD-P-(2)-76, The Mountain States 
Telephone and Telegraph Company. (KOF 
905), C.P. for additional facilities to oper¬ 
ate on 152.63 & 152.81 MHz located 6.5 
miles SE of BUltngs, Montana. 

Major amendment 

20G18-CD-P-75. Island Telepage Systems, 
(New), Amend to change frequency to 
35.58 MHz and to change transmitting 
system and output power at Blyn, Wash¬ 
ington. All other particulars remain as 
reported on PN #726 dated November 4, 
1974. 

Informative 

It appears that the following applications 

may be mutually exclusive and subject to 
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the Commission's Rules regarding Ex Parte 

presentations by reason of economic com¬ 
petition or potential electrical Interference. 

21026-CI>-P-(2) -70, Answer Iowa, Inc., Bet¬ 
tendorf, Iowa. 

20711-CD-P—(3) -76, Tel-Ullnois, Inc., Mo¬ 
line, Illinois. 

RURAL RADIO SERVICE: 

0O204-CR-AL-70. Continental Telephone 
Company of Utah, Consent to Assignment 
of License from Continental Telephone 
Company of Utah, Assignor to Continental 
Telephone Company of the West. Assignee. 
Station WBB851, Mexican Hat, Utah. 

POINT-TO-POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE: 

1589- CF-P—76, South Central Bell Telephone 
Company. (KLG21), 100 Brunie Street, 
Hattiesburg, Mississippi. Lat. 31° 19*36" N., 
Long. 89*17*37" W. C.P. to replace trans¬ 
mitters on frequencies 6286.2H. 6404.8H 
MHz toward McLaurin, Mississippi on azi¬ 
muth 169.5®. 

1590- CF-P-76, Same. (KKA74), 2.5 miles SW 
of McLaurin. Mlsslssipi. Lat. 31°08'45" N., 
Long. 89°15*17" W. C.P. to replace trans¬ 
mitters on frequencies 5945.2H 6063.8H 
MHz toward Hattiesburg, Mississippi on 
azimuth 349.5*, and 5974.8H 8093.5H MHz 
toward Wiggins, Mississippi on azimuth 
149.0*. 

1591- CF-P-76. Same. (KKA76), 4 miles NE 
of Wiggins, Mississippi. Lat. 30*54*36" N. 
Long. 89°05*26" W. C.P. to replace trans¬ 
mitters on frequencies 6197.2H 6315.9H 
MHz toward McLaurin, Mississippi on azi¬ 
muth 329.1*. and 0226.9V 6345.5V MHz to¬ 
ward Neely, Mississippi on azimuth 49.6°. 

1592 -CF-P-76. Same. (KKA76). 1.8 miles SW 
of Neely. Mississippi. Lat. 31*08*13" N.. 
Long. 88*46*48** W. C.P. to replace anten¬ 
nas. change polarization from Horizontal 
to Vertical on frequencies 6974.8 6093.5 
MHz toward Lucedale, Mississippi on azi¬ 
muth 142.5*; replace transmitters on these 
frequencies and on 6004.5V 6123.1V MHz 
toward Wiggins, Mississippi on azimuth 
229.8°. 

1593- CF-P-76, Same. (KTF61). Ratcliff and 
Manilla Street, Lucedale, Mississippi. Lat. 
30 c 55*22" N.. Long. 88*35*23** W. C.P. to re¬ 
place antennas, replace transmitters and 
change polarization from Horizontal to 
Vertical on frequencies 6197.2 6315.9 MHz 
toward Neely. Mississippi on azimuth 
322.6°. 

1594- CF-P-76, The Mountain States Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company, (WAH623), 
7 miles East of Pleasant View. Colorado. 
Lat. 37*36*33" N.. Long. 108*38*20*; W. CP. 
to add a point of communication on fre¬ 
quency 2112.OH MHz toward Dove Creek, 
Colorado on azimuth 306 3*. 

2436-CF-Rr-76, General Telephone Company 
of California. (KZI31), Any temporary 
fixed location within the territory of the 
Grantee. Application for renewal of Radio 
Station License (Developmental) expiring 
March 1, 1976. Term: March 1, 1976 to 
March 1, 1977. 

1601-CF-P-76. Southern Bell Telephone and 
Telegraph Company. (WAH553), 1300 Bull 
Street. Savannah. Georgia. Lat. 32*03*44" 
N., Long. 81*05*51*' W. C.P. to add fre¬ 
quency 6404.8H MHz toward Richmond 
Hill, Georgia on azimuth 239.7*. 

1602 CF-P-76. Same. (KJL29). 1.1 miles NW 
of Richmond Hill. Georgia. Lat. 31*57*04" 
N.. Long. 81*19*11" W. C.P. to add fre¬ 
quencies 6123.1H MHz toward Savannah, 
Georgia on azimuth 69.5°. 

1603-CF-P-76. Same. (KIU56). 45 North 
Magnolia Street, Orlando. Florida. Lat. 
28*32*34*' N., Long. 81 22*38" W. C.P. to 
add frequency 6404.8H MHz toward Winter 
Garden, Florida on azimuth 277.6*. 


1604- CF-P-76, The Mountain States Tele¬ 
phone and Telegraph Company, (KPP26), 
304 South Division Avenue, Sterling, 
Colorado. Lat. 40°37*23" N.. Long. 103°12* 
40" W. C-P. to add a point of communica¬ 
tion on frequency 2162 .OH MHz toward a 
new station at Peetz, Colorado on azimuth 
32.8° 

1605- CF-P-76, Same, (New), 9.8 mile East of 
Peetz, Colorado. Lat. 40 57*32" N., Long. 
102°65'32*' W. C.P. for a new station on 
frequency 2112.0H MHz toward Sterling, 
Colorado on azimuth 213.0*. and 2112.0V 
MHz toward a new station at Julesburg 
Jet., Colorado on azimuth 3.6*. 

1606- CF-P-76, Same, (New), Julesburg Jet., 

5.5 miles SE of Julesburg, Colorado. Lat. 
40*55*25" N., Long. 102° 13*22" W. C.P. for 
a new station on frequencies 2162.0V MHz 
toward a new station at Peetz, Colorado on 
azimuth 274.0°, and 2162.0H MHz toward a 
new station at Julesburg, Colorado on azi¬ 
muth 333.4°. 

1607- CF-P-76. Same, (New), 315 Pine Street, 
Julesburg. Colorado. Lat. 40°59* 16" N., 
Long. 102*15*55" W. C.P. for a new station 
on frequency 2112.0H MHz toward a new 
station at Julesburg Jet., Colorado on 
azimuth 151.9°. 

161 l-CF-P-76, Same. (KXQ87), 1919 Capitol 
Avenue, Cheyenne, Wyoming. Lat. 41 08*- 
11" N.. Long. 104*49*00" W. C.P. to modify 
and replace antennas, and add passive re¬ 
flector: frequencies 0249.1H 6387.7H MHz 
toward the new Cheyenne Passive Reflector 
on azimuth 319.6°, and from Passive 
Reflector toward Archer, Wyoming on azi¬ 
muth 93.0°. 

1612-CF-P-76, Same. (KXQ88), Archer, 4.6 
miles east of Cheyenne. Wyoming. Lat. 
41 °08'01" N., Long. 104*41*37" W. C.P. to 
correct coordinates, modify antennas and 
add passive reflector: frequencies 5997.1 H 
6115.7H MHz toward the new Cheyenne 
Passive Reflector on azimuth 273.1*, and 
from Passive Reflector to Cheyenne. Wyo¬ 
ming, on azimuth 139.6°; change azimuth 
lor frequencies toward Areola, Wyoming to 
read 99.6°. 

1614- CF-P-76, South Central Bell Telephone 
Company, (KIU60), 215 Church Street, 
Nashville, Tennessee. Lat. 36*09*51" N„ 
Long. 86*48*38" W. C.P. to add frequency 
6315.9H toward Brentwood, Tennessee on 
azimuth 196.0°. 

1615- CF-P-76, Same. (KJG58). Brentwood, 

7.5 miles South of Nashville. Tennessee. 
Lat. 36*00 16" N., Long. 86*50*01" W. C.P. 
to add frequencies 6063.8V MHz toward 
Nashville, Tennessee on azimuth 16.0°, and 
6063.8H to.vard Duplex, Tennessee on azi¬ 
muth 184.3°. 

1616- CF-P-70, Same. (KTG21), 1.2 miles 
West of Duplex, Tennessee. Lat. 36*44'48" 
N., Long. 86*51*26" W. C.P. to add frequen¬ 
cy 6315.9V MHz toward Brentwood, Tennes¬ 
see on azimuth 4.3*. 

1633- CF—P-76, Pacific Northwest Bell Tele¬ 
phone Company, (KOJ92), Bluellght, 6 
miles NE of BIckleton, Washington. Lat. 
46*04*50" N„ Long. 120*13*14*' W. C.P. to 
change polarization from Horizontal to 
Vertical on frequencies 5952.6 6011.9 MHz 
toward Yakima, Washington, on azimuth 
339.0*. 

1634- CF-P-76. Same, (KOJ91), 208 West 
Yakima Avenue. Yakima, Washington. Lat. 
46*36*03" N.. Long. 120*30*37" W. C.P. to 
change polarization from Horizontal to 
Vertical on frequencies 6204.0 6323.3 MHz 
toward Bluellght, Washington on azimuth 
158.8*. 

1617- CF-MP-76. Navajo Communications 
Company, (WHB56), Deza Bluff, 3.5 miles 
NW of Tohatchl, New Mexico. Lat. 
35*54'30" N.. Long. 108*46'22" W. Mod. of 
CP. to change polarization from Vertical 


to Horizontal for frequency 62862 MHz 
toward Newcomb, New Mexico on azimuth 
8.5*. 

1618-CF-MP-70, Same. (WVA737), on Hwy. 
666, 1.3 Km South of Newcomb, New 
Mexico. Lat. 36*16*24" N., Long. 108*24*19" 
W. Mod. of CJP. to change polarization from 
Vertical to Horizontal for frequency 60342 
MHz toward Deza Bluff. New Mexico on 
azimuth J88.5*. 

1505->CF-P/L-76. General Telephone Com¬ 
pany of Florida, (New). Within the Terri¬ 
tory of the Grantees Construction permit 
and license application for developmental 
authority at Temporary-Fixed locations in 
frequency bands 2110-2130 MHz, 2160-2180 
MHz. 3700-1200 MHz. 6945-6425 MHz and 
10700-11700 MHz. 

1616-CF-MP-76, United States Transmission 
System.*, Inc. (WAH520), 2.0 Miles NWN of 
Stockbridge, Georgia. Lat. 33*34*10" N. 
Long. 84°15'18" W. Mod. of C.P. to add a 
new point of communication for 62269V 
MHz at Fayetteville. Ga. on azimuth 224*. 

1647-CF—P-76, Same (New). 2.8 Miles S of 
Fayetteville, Georgia. Lat. 33*24*41" N. 
Long. 84*26*13" W. C.P. for a new station 
on 6945.2V MHz toward Stockbridge. Ga. 
on azimuth 43.9° ; 5974.8V MHz toward 

Madras, Ga. on azimuth 275.4*. 

1618-CF-MP-76, Same (WAH521), 0.3 Mile 
S of Madras. Georgia. Lat. 33*26*08" N. 
Long. 84*44*40" W. Mod. of C.P. to add new 
point of communication for 01172V MHz 
toward Fayetteville. Ga. on azimuth 95.3* 
*: change of 5974.8V MHz to 822Q.9H MHz 
toward Franklin. Ga. on azimuth 233.4° 
and correct coordinates. 

1649- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH522), 6.5 Miles 

S. of Franklin, Georgia. Lat. 33*11*09" N. 
Long. 85*08*35" W. Mod. of C.P to correct 
coordinates, replace transmitter and change 
6345.5V MHz to 5945.2H MHz toward Mad¬ 
ras, Ga. on azimuth 53.2° ; 6404.8V 

MHz to 5974 8V MHz toward Roanoke, Ala. 
on azimuth 263.7*. 

1650- CF MP-70, Same (WAH523), 8.0 Miles 

W. of Roanoke, Alabama. Lat. 33*09*04" N. 
Long. 85*30*49" W. Mod. of C.P. to correct 
coordinates and change 6093.6V MHz to 
6197.2V MHz toward Franklin, Ga. on 
azimuth 83.5° ; 6O03.8H MHz to 61972H 

MHz toward Jackson Gap. Ala. on azimuth 
220 . 2 *. 

1651- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH524). 1.8 Mile- 

N. of Jackson Gap. Alabama. Lat. 32*54*45" 
N. Long. 85*48 29" W. Mod. of C.P. to cor¬ 
rect coordinates and change 6315.9H MHz 
to 5974.8H MHz toward Roanoke, Ala. on 
azimuth 46.0° ; 6375.2H MHz to 6945.2H 

MHz toward Rockford, Ala. on azimuth 
267.0*. 

1652- CF-MP-76, (WAH525), 3.1 Miles East of 

Rockford. Alabama. Lat. 32*53*45" N. Long. 
86*10*13" W. Mod. of C.P. to correct co¬ 
ordinates and change 60935V MHz to 
6228.9V MHz toward Marbury. Ala. on 
azimuth 226.8* ; 6152.8H MHz to 

6226.9H MHz toward Jackson Gap. Ala. on 
azimuth 80.8*. 

1653- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH526), 5.0 Miles 
N. of Marbury. Alabama. Lat. 32*37*54'* N. 
Long. 86*30*06" W. Mod. of C.P. to correct 
coordinates and change 63456V MHz to 
5945.2V MHz toward Rockford. Ala. on 
azimuth 46.0°; 6256.5V to 5974.8V MHz 
toward Billingsley, Ala. on azimuth 282.3*. 

1654- CF-MP-70, United States Transmission 
Systems, Inc. (WAH527), 0.9 Mile N. of 
Billingsley, Alabama. Lat. 32°40'18" N. 
Long. 86*43*10" W. Mod. of C.P. to correct 
coordinates and change G004.5V MHz to 
6197.2V MHz toward Marbury. Ala. on azi¬ 
muth 102.2°; 6063.8V MHz to 6197.2H MHz 
toward Summerfield. Ala. on azimuth 
249.2°. 
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1065-CF-MP-76, Same (WAH528), 3.4 Miles 
N. of Summerfleld, Alabama. Lat 32“34'14" 
N. Long. 87 01'59" W. Mod. of C.P. to 
change 6315.9 V MHz to 5974.8H MHz 
toward Billingsley. Ala. on azimuth 69.1* *; 
6404.8V MHz to 5974.8V MHz toward 

Union Town, Ala. on azimuth 251.2 9 

1656- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH529), 1.3 Miles 

S. of Union Town. Alabama. Lat. 32*25*48" 
N. Long. 87 30*59" W. Mod. of C.P. to 
change 6152.8V MHz to 6197.2V MHz to¬ 
ward Summerfleld. Ala. on azimuth 70.9*: 
6093.5V MHz to 8197.2H MHz toward 

Myrtlewood. Ala. on azimuth 238.5*. 

1657- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH530). 4.0 Miles 
S. of Myrtlewood, Alabama. Lat. 32*12*15" 
N. Long. 87 56*55" W. Mod. of C.P. to 
change 6345.5V MHz to 5974.8H MHz toward 
Union Town, Ala. on azimuth 58.3*; 
6315.9V MHz to 5945.2V MHz toward a new 
point of communication at Butler, Ala. on 
azimuth 239.4*. 

1058-CF-MP-76. Same (WAH531). Mod. of 
C.P. to change name of transmit station to 
4.0 Miles SW of Butler, Alabama. Lat. 32* 
02'41" N. Long. 88 15*52" W.; change 
6063.8V MHz to 6226.9V MHz toward 
Myrtlewood, Ala. on azimuth 59.2*; add 
6197.2H MHz toward a new point of com¬ 
munication at Crandall, Miss, on azimuth 
258.6°. 

1659- CF-P-76, Same (New), 4.5 Miles NE of 
Crandall, Mississippi. Lat. 32 00*30" N. 
Long. 88 # 28'30" W. C.P. for a new station 
on 5974.8H MHz toward Butler. Ala. on 
azimuth 78.5* and 5974.8V toward Voss- 
burg. Miss, on azimuth 259.9°. 

1660- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH532). 1.0 Mile 
NW of Vossburg, Mississippi. Lat. 31’58*05" 
N. Long. 88*57'14" W. Mod. of C.P. to 
change 6093.5H MHz to 6197.2H MHz to¬ 
ward Sandersvllle, Miss, on azimuth 214.5* 
and add 6197.2V MHz toward a new point 
of communication at Crandall, Miss, on 
azimuth 79.7*. 

1661- CF-MP-76. Same (WAH533), 2.2 Miles 
NNW of Sandersvllle, Mississippi. Lat. 31° 
48'52" N. Long. 89*03*02" W. Mod. of C.P. 
to correct coordinates and to change 6315.- 
9H MHz to 5974.8H MHz toward Vossburg. 
Miss, on azimuth 34.4°; 6345.5V MHz to 
5945.2H MHz toward Seminary. Miss, on 
azimuth 235.7*. 

1662- CF-MP-76, United States Transmission 
Systems. Inc. (WAH534). 5.7 Miles NNE of 
Seminary, Mississippi. Lat. 31*35'51" N. 
Long. 89°25'16" W. Mod. of C.P. correct co¬ 
ordinates and to change 6093.5V MHz to 
6226.9V MHz toward Carson, Miss, on azi¬ 
muth 260.9*; 6152.8V MHz to 6226.9H MHz 
toward Sandersvllle, Miss, on azimuth 
55.5 r . 

1663- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH535). 0.8 Mile 
NW of Carson. Mississippi. Lat. 31*32*38" 
N. Long. 89*48*23" W. Mod. of CJP. to cor¬ 
rect coordinates and change 6315.9V MHz 
to 5945.2V MHz toward Seminary. Miss, on 
azimuth 80.7*; add 5974.8V MHz toward a 
new point of communication at Tilton, 
Miss, on azimuth 240.4°. 

1664- CF-P-76, Same (New), 1.5 Miles NW of 
Tilton, Mississippi. Lat. 31*25' 20" N. Long. 
90* 03*20* W. C.P. for a new station on 
6197.2V MHz toward Carson, Miss, on azi¬ 
muth 60.2° and 8197.2H MHz toward Tyler- 
town, Miss, on azimuth 215.0’. 

1665- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH536), 9 Miles 
NNW of Tylertown, Mississippi. Lat. 31*14' 
51" N. Long. 90*11*53" W. Mod. of C.P. to 
correct coordinates and add 5974.8H MHz 
toward a new point of communication at 
Tilton, Miss, on azimuth 35.0*. 

16G6-CF-MP-78, 2.0 Miles SE of Magnolia, 
Mississippi. Lat. 31*07*50" N. Long. 90*26' 
04" W. Mod. of C.P. to change 6256.5V MHz 
to 6197.2H MHz toward Chlpola, La. on azi¬ 
muth 239.5* and 6286.2V MHz to 6197.2V 
MHz toward Tylertown, Miss, on azimuth 
60.0*. 


1667- CF-MP—76, Same (WAH538), Chlpola. 
4.0 Miles SW of Gillsburg, Mississippi. Lat. 
30*59*32" N. Long. 90’42'22" W. Mod. of 
C.P. to correct coordinates and change 
6004.5V MHz to 5974.8 H MHz toward Mag¬ 
nolia, Miss, on azimuth 59.3*; 6063.8H 
MHz to 5945.2H MHz toward Clinton, La. 
on azimuth 238°. 

1668- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH539). 6.0 Miles 
E. of Clinton, Louisiana. Lat. 30°52'58", N. 
Long. 90*54*31" W. Mod. of C.P. to correct 
coordinates and change 6345.5H MHz to 
6226. 9H MHz toward Chlpola, La. on azi¬ 
muth 57.9*; 6197.2V MHz to 6226.9V MHz 
toward St. Francisville, La. on azimuth 
246*. 

1669- CF-MP-76, Same (WAH540), 6.5 Miles 
ESE of St. Francisville, Louisiana. Lat. 30* 
44*38" N. Long. 91 6 16*03" W. Mod of C.P. 
to change polarity on 5945.2 from H to V 
toward Clinton, La. on azimuth 65.8°; 
change 6063.8H MHz to 5945.2H MHz to¬ 
ward Viva. La. on azimuth 268.5° and add 
5974.8H MHz toward a new point of com¬ 
munication at Baton Rouge. La. on azi¬ 
muth 166.6*. 

1670- CF~ P-76, Same (New), One American 
Place, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. Lat. 30* 
27*06" N. Long. 91° 11 *14" W. C.P. for a new 
station on 6197.2V MHz toward St. Francis¬ 
ville, La. on azimuth 346.6*. 

1640- CF-P-76, Southern Pacific Communica¬ 
tions Company (WAU255). 2.5 Miles NW of 
Mahwah, New Jersey. Lat. 41*07*17" N. 
Long. 74*11*24" W. C.P. to relocate to Lat. 
41*07*14" N. Long. 74*12*03" W.. Bald 
Mountain, 3 Miles NW of Mahwah, N.J. for 
5945.2H on azimuth 10.7* towards Moun¬ 
tain Lodge, N.J.; and 5974.8H on azimuth 
249.8* towards Sparta, N.J. 

1639-CF-P-70, Same (WAU250), 4.0 Miles NE 
of Monroe, New York. Lat. 41*22*41" N. 
Long. 74*08*12" W. C.P. for 6197.2H on 
azimuth 190.7* towards Bald Mountain 
(Mahwah). N.J. 

1641- CF-P-76, Same (WAH394), 418 Duncan 
Ave., Jersey City, New Jersey. Lat. 40*- 
43*58" N. Long. 74*05*12" W. C.P. for 
6345.5H on azimuth 347.5* towards Mnh- 
wah (Bald Mountain), N.J. 

1642- CF-P—70, Same (WAU258), 2.9 Miles SE 
of Sparta, New Jersey. Lat. 41*00*36" N. 
Long. 74°35'39" W. C.P. for 6197.2H on 
azimuth 69.5* towards Mahwah (Bald 
Mountain), N.J. and 6197.2H on azimuth 
236° towards Montana, N.J. 

(FR Doc.70-3780 Filed 2-0-76;8:45 am) 


[Docket Nos. 11083 etc.; FCC 76R-37J 

MID-FLORIDA TELEVISION CORP. ET AL 

Memorandum Opinion and Order Enlarging 
Issues 

In regards to applications of Mid- 
Florida Television Corporation, Orlando, 
Florida. Docket No. 11083, File No. 
BPCT-1801; Central Nine Corporation, 
Orlando, Florida, Docket No. 17339, File 
No. BPCT-3697; Florida Heartland Tele¬ 
vision, Inc., Orlando, Florida, Docket No. 
17341, File No. BPCT-3737; Comint 
Corporation, Orlando, Florida, Docket 
No. 17342, File No. BPCT-3738; TV 9, 
Inc., Orlando, Florida, Docket No. 17344, 
File No. BPCT-3740; for construction 
permit for new television broadcast sta¬ 
tion. 

1. This proceeding involves the mu¬ 
tually exclusive applications of Mid- 
Florida Television Corporation (Mid- 
Florida), Central Nine Corporation 
(Central Nine), Florida Heartland Tele¬ 
vision, Inc. (Florida Heartland). Comint 
Corporation (Comint) and TV 9, Inc. 


(TV 9) for a new television broadcast 
station to operate on Channel 9 in Or¬ 
lando, Florida. 1 Following the Court’s 
remand of this case to the Commission 
in TV 9, Inc., v. FCC, 495 F. 2d 929. 28 
RR 2d 1115 (DC. Cir. 1973), rehearing 
denied 495 F. 2d 941, 29 RR 2d 963 
(1974 >, Cert, denied 419 U.S. 986 (1974), 
Mid-Florida filed petitions to amend its 
application and to enlarge the issues 
with the Commission on April 16. 1975. 
requesting, inter alia , that the record be 
reopened on the comparative ascertain¬ 
ment and programming issues specified 
in the Review Board’s Memorandum 
Opinion and Order, 8 FCC 2d 876, 10 RR 
2d 536 (1967). In light of the Court’s 
remand order holding that any con¬ 
sideration of Mid-Florida’s showing of 
its ascertainment efforts and proposed 
programming was improper and that a 
further comparison of the applicants 
should be conducted, in addition to the 
fact that all of the applicants* ascertain¬ 
ment surveys and program proposals 
were originally made over eight years 
ago before the adoption of the Primer 
on the Ascertainment of Community 
Problems by Broadcast Applicants, 27 
FCC 2d 650, 21 RR 2d 1507 (1971), the 
Commission determined, by Memoran¬ 
dum Opinion and Order, 55 FCC 2d 112, 
34 RR 2d 263 (released June 26. 1975) 
that the public interest would be best 
served by deleting the existing compara¬ 
tive ascertainment and programming is¬ 
sues 2 and affording all of the applicants 
90 days to file amendments reflecting 
their current ascertainment efforts and 
program proposals. 3 4 The Review Board 
now has before it a petition to enlarge 


1 The lengthy history of this proceeding Is 
summarized in paragraph 2 of our Memo¬ 
randum Opinion and Order. FCC 75Rr-464. 

-FCC 2d-, released December 19, 1975, 

and need not be repeated herein. 

* Petitions for reconsideration of the Com¬ 
mission's action deleting the comparative as¬ 
certainment and proposed programming 
issues, filed by Comint and TV 9, were denied 
by Commission Memorandum Opinion and 
Order. FCC 75-1211, released November 6. 
1975. On January 22. 1976, the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit Issued a per curiam Order clarifying 
its mandate to the effect that the 1967 find¬ 
ings concerning the ascertainment and pro¬ 
gramming Issues should be retained In the 
record “for such weight as [they may be[ 
entitled to be accorded.*’ The Court did not, 
however, address the question of whether a 
further inquiry should be authorized. 

*In so doing, the Commission rejected 
Mid-Florida’s requests for leave to amend 
and to enlarge as premature. In its new 
ascertainment showing, filed September 24, 
1975, Mid-Florida Incorporated by reference 
the materials contained In the April 16, 1975 
amendment and also submitted an up-dating 
of the April sxirvey plus additional surveys 
conducted during the summer of 1975. Each 
of the other applicants also filed amend¬ 
ments on or about September 24, 1975. 

• The Commission further commented that 
following the filing of amendments, each ap¬ 
plicant would have the opportunity provided 
by S 1.229 to file a petition to enlarge Issues 
requesting new comparative ascertainment 
and programming issues or a disqualifying 
ascertainment Issue. 
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issues, filed October 9. 1975, by Comint,* 
requesting the addition of the following 
issues based on the applicants* newly 
proffered ascertainment showings: * 

1. To determine on a comparative 
basis the significant differences among 
the applicants with respect to the ascer¬ 
tainment of community needs, problems 
and interests subsequent to the adoption 
of the Commission’s Primer on Ascer¬ 
tainment of Community Problems, 27 
FCC 2d 650 (1971). 

2. To determine on a comparative basis 
the significant differences among the ap¬ 
plicants with respect to their program 
proposals and the manner in which they 
propose to meet the needs, problems and 
interests of the area proposed to be 
served. 

3. To determine if Central Nine Cor¬ 
poration, Florida Heartland Television, 
Inc., TV-9, Inc. and Mid-Florida Tele¬ 
vision Corporation are qualified to re¬ 
ceive a grant in view of their failure to 
meet their public interest responsibilities 
as outlined in the Commission’s Chil¬ 
dren’s Television Report and Policy 
Statement, 50 FCC 2d 1 (1974), recon¬ 
sideration denied FCC 75-1021, released 
September 29, 1975. 

Comparative Efforts Issue 

2. In support of its request, Comint 
argues that its efforts, on an overall 
basis, are more “extensive” and “mean¬ 
ingful” than those of the other ap¬ 
plicants. Specifically, Comint first 
maintains that its survey of the general 
public is superior because, in addition to 
utilizing Media Statistics, Inc., a research 
organization, to conduct a survey of the 
general public in the Orlando Standard 
Metropolitan Statistical Area consisting 
of Orange, Osceola and Seminole Coun¬ 
ties, it also employed Central Florida Re¬ 
search Services to conduct a supple¬ 
mental telephone survey of members of 
the general public in the remaining coun¬ 
ties within the proposed service area. In 
contrast, argues Comint, TV-9, Florida 
Heartland and Mid-Florida rely solely 
on the Media Statistics, Inc., study of the 
Orlando SMSA, “thereby avoiding such 
heavily populated areas as Brevard and 
Volusia Counties.” Comint further 
claims that during the six month period 
preceding the filing of its study, it con¬ 
sulted with 364 community leaders 
whereas TV-9 consulted with 250 lead¬ 
ers from July to September of 1975; 


‘’Also before the Board are the following 
related pleadings: (a) Opposition, filed No¬ 
vember 10, 1975, by the Broadcast Bureau; 
(b) opposition, filed November 10. 1975, by 
Mid-Florida; (c) opposition, filed November 
10, 1975, by Central Nine; (d) opposition, 
filed November 10, 1975, by Florida Heart¬ 
land: (e) opposition, filed November 10, 1975, 
by TV-9; and (f) reply to oppositions, filed 
December 2, 1975. by Comint. 

0 Since the Commission itself gave the ap¬ 
plicants permission to file amendments in 
its June 26, 1975 Memorandum Opinion and 
Order, the Presiding Judge indicated that it 
seemed to be unnecessary for the applicants 
to file petitions to amend or for him to issue 
Orders granting such petitions (Tr. 4593-94). 


Florida Heartland consulted with 237 
people during August and September 
1975; Mid-Florida conducted telephone 
consultations with 216 persons (follow¬ 
ing earlier interviews during February 
and March 1975) and personal consulta¬ 
tions with 10 persons during August and 
September; and Central Nine consulted 
with 173 persons during an unspecified 
period. Moreover, observes Comint, it was 
the only applicant who specified the per¬ 
son conducting each consultation and 
the date. Nor have the other applicants 
submitted full information, asserts 
Comint, alleging that Central Nine only 
provided a 2 l / 2 page summary of the 
problems and needs ascertained in its 
survey and TV-9’s reporting was “equally 
sparse” and, in addition, that Central 
Nine apparently interviewed no leaders 
clearly representing environmental or 
military interests, that TV-9 failed to in¬ 
terview any leaders representing environ¬ 
mental interests, and that Mid-Florida 
only interviewed one labor leader. Co¬ 
mint also alleges that Central Nine’s 5 ! / 2 
page demographic study does not satisfy 
Commission requirements. Finally, 
Comint submits that the failure of Cen¬ 
tral Nine, Florida Heartland and TV-9 
to submit revised ascertainment studies 
in 1971 following adoption of the Primer, 
when the Commission afforded the ap¬ 
plicants the opportunity to amend (cit¬ 
ing Mid-Florida Television Corp., FCC 
71-588, 30 FCC 2d 799 (1971)), represents 
a substantial distinction in attitude 
among the applicants which should be 
considered in evaluating their proposals. 

3. Each of the other applicants and the 
Broadcast Bureau oppose addition of the 
requested issue. TV-9 avers that it par¬ 
ticipated in the same Media Statistics 
survey of the general public as Comint, 
and the additional telephone survey 
(consisting of 50 calls) conducted by 
Comint in the remaining counties in its 
service area does not constitute such an 
extra effort as to set it apart from the 
other applicants. Its own report on prob¬ 
lems and needs, states TV-9, covers 10 
pages and can not be categorized as 
sparse. As for Comint’s assertion that it 
failed to interview a sufficient number 
of environmental leaders, TV-9 identi¬ 
fies two such interviewees, 7 * even though 
it contends that Comint has not shown 
that they represent a substantial and 
distinct group within the community, and 
argues that its interviews with govern¬ 
ment leaders and the public at large 
elicited concern about the environment. 
Central Nine asserts, in opposition to 
Comint’s petition, that its surveys were 
conducted in accordance with the 
Primer. The problems and needs which 
it ascertained in its survey of the general 
public are listed in a 3 ! / 2 page summary, 
and the problems and needs ascertained 
in its community leader survey are listed 
in a 2 &-page summary, adds Central 


7 TV-9 points to its Interviews with Arthur 
Harris, Chairman of the Seminole County 
Planning and Zoning Commission and with 
Charles H. Cox of Orange County, a landscape 
architect and representative of the Florida 
Nursery Association. 


Nine. Furthermore, Central Nine alleges 
that it interviewed three leaders repre¬ 
senting environmental interests and two 
leaders representing military interests. w 

4. Both Florida Heartland and Mid- 
Florida contend, in their oppositions, 
that given the large number of com¬ 
munity leaders contacted, the differ¬ 
ences in number that exist are merely 
differences in approach which are not 
sufficiently significant to require addi¬ 
tion of a comparative ascertainment of 
needs issue. With regard to Comint’s 
allegedly superior coverage of the out¬ 
lying counties. Mid-Florida asserts that 
as part of its April 16, 1975 ascertain¬ 
ment study it included a general public 
survey which covered three geographic 
areas including the counties of Volusia, 
Brevard and Lake where 287 persons 
were interviewed. More important, argues 
Mid-Florida, Comint has not shown how 
its supplemental survey resulted in a 
wider or more detailed understanding of 
the needs of the outlying areas. 

5. The Review Board is of the view 
that the requested issue is not warranted. 
It is well established that, in order to 
justify the addition of a comparative ef¬ 
forts issue, petitioner must demonstrate 
that there exists a significant disparity 
among the applicants in their efforts to 
ascertain community needs. See Chap¬ 
man Radio and Television Co., 7 FCC 2d 
213, 9 RR 2d 635 (1967). Although 
Comint claims generally that it has con¬ 
tacted a more extensive cross-section of 
the general public and a greater number 
of community leaders while alleging that 
the other applicants have not inter¬ 
viewed certain groups in sufficient num¬ 
bers, Comint’s showing fails to specify 
significant differences among the efforts 
of the applicants or significant com¬ 
munity needs ascertained by its inter¬ 
view efforts that have not been ascer¬ 
tained by the efforts of the other appli¬ 
cants. See CBS, Inc., 49 FCC 2d 743. 
31 RR 2d 1467 (1974); RKO General. 
Inc., 25 FCC 2d 633, 19 RR 2d 1079 
(1970). Rather, as Comint itself con¬ 
cedes. the number of community lead¬ 
ers interviewer is not determinative of 
an applicant's greater efforts (see also 
Primer, Q. and A. 14),° particularly in 
this instance where Comint has neither 
identified any additional problems or 
needs nor shown that the other appli¬ 
cants have omitted any significant com- 


* Central Nine lists as leaders representing 
environmental interests the Director of Pub¬ 
lic Safety, City of Orlando, a Captain of the 
Marine Patrol Division of the State Depart¬ 
ment of Natural Resources and a representa¬ 
tive of The Seminole County Pollution Con¬ 
trol. The two military leaders it interviewed 
are identified as a community leader from 
Patrick Air Force Base and a representative 
of a veterans organization. 

• While the Primer does specify that prin¬ 
cipals or management-level employees should 
conduct consultations with community 
leaders (Q. and A. 11 (a)), it does not call 
for the name of the person conducting each 
interview or the date. The Board does not 
find this additional Information supplied by 
Comint of any substantive significance in 
evaluating the efforts of the various appli¬ 
cants. 
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rnunity group. 50 We also note that Cen¬ 
tral Nine and TV 9 have set forth their 
interviews with leaders representing en¬ 
vironmental and military interests, and 
Comint’s own application does not reveal 
substantially greater interview efforts 11 
with such groups. 1 * Although Mid- 
Florida has contacted only one labor 
leader, the leader contacted, a Mr. Herb 
Sully, appears to be a highly competent 
spokesman for labor. 13 Since Comint has 
not shown how its larger number of 
interviews with labor leaders has resulted 
in ascertaining additional community 
problems, further inquiry is not required. 
Consequently, petitioner’s request for a 
comparative efforts issue will be denied. 

Comparative Programming Issue and 
Children’s Programming Issue 

6. Comint bases its request for a com¬ 
parative programming issue on its pro¬ 
fessed superiority in news programming, 
editorialization and children’s program¬ 
ming. Substantial differences exist in the 
amount of news programming proposed 
by the applicants, asserts Comint, point¬ 
ing to its proposal to devote 17 hours per 
week to news, as compared with the pro¬ 


w As a related matter, we note that as the 
Broadcast Bureau has pointed out, there Is no 
requirement In the Primer that an applicant 
conduct a general public survey in the por¬ 
tions of its service area located outside the 
proposed city of license (see Q. and A. 6 and 
7, 27 FCC 2d at 682-83, 21 RR 2d at 1542-43). 
In the absence of a showing that thl3 addi¬ 
tional ascertainment effort elicited any addi¬ 
tional needs not elicited by the other appli¬ 
cants it cannot be regarded as a sufficient dif¬ 
ference to warrant a comparative inquiry. 

11 Significantly, Comint does not request 
the addition of a Suburban issue going to 
basic qualifications in connection with the 
applicants' contacts with community groups 
or its allegation that Central Nine’s demo¬ 
graphic study Is Inadequate. We note that in 
Harvit Broadcasting Corp., 55 FCC 2d 298, 
34 RR 2d 1559 (1975), cited by Comint, the 
Board found Three States' demographic data 
deficient because significant groups were 
omitted and the data did not reflect the com¬ 
position of the community or service area. 
55 FCC 2d at 310, 34 RR 2d at 1575. Other 
than to allege vaguely that Central Nine’s 
demographic study is brief, Comint fails to 
specify in what manner the study is quali¬ 
tatively deficient. 

“The Board finds no merit in Comint’s 
argument that the failure of several appli¬ 
cants to submit amendments in 1971 con¬ 
stitutes a difference which should be con¬ 
sidered in Judging their respective efforts. Tn 
its Order, released June 9. 1971, 30 FCC 2d 
799, responding to Mid-Florida’s motion 
seeking a ruling concerning the applicant's 
duty to submit amendments pursuant to 
paragraph 79 of the Report and Order 
adopting the Primer, the Commission con¬ 
cluded that an appropriate, corrective 
amendment might be accepted even though 
no disqualifying Issue had been specified but 
that no weight should be criven to such 
amendments in considering the comparative 
ascertainment efforts and programming dif¬ 
ferences of the applicants. 

“Herb Sully Is President of Local 3108 
Communications Workers of America, past 
President and Board Member of the Central 
Florida Labor Council and Vice President of 
the Florida AFL-CIO, Orlando, Orange 
County. 


posals of Mid-Florida—16 hours, 38 min¬ 
utes; TV 9, Inc.—12 hours, 9 minutes; 
Central Nine—12 hours, 48 minutes; and 
Florida Heartland—13 hours, 28 min¬ 
utes. Comint further argues that its news 
proposal is related to ascertained com¬ 
munity needs. In particular. Comint in¬ 
dicates that it plans to respond to the 
needs of the heavily populated Brevard 
County area which does not receive the 
day-to-day television news coverage 
afforded other central Florida areas by 
placing an electronic mini-camera unit 
complete with video tape editing capabil¬ 
ities and transmitting equipment in Bre¬ 
vard County and basing a permanent 
staff there. Additionally. Comint states, 
it plans to respond to the needs of the 
Spanish-speaking community through 
the simultaneous translation of certain 
broadcasts into Spanish and to simul¬ 
cast a visual display of the oral portion 
of one of its daily news programs for 
the deaf or hard-of-hearing. Comint al¬ 
so asserts that it proposes to editorialize 
on a regular basis in response to the 
needs, problems and interests of the 
community which it has ascertained 
whereas, of the other applicants, only 
Mid-Florida proposes to editorialize. 
Moreover. Comint contends that its edi¬ 
torial policies “will afford the oppor¬ 
tunity for biracial participation In the 
development o f editorial positions and in 
the presentation of editorials.” 

7. With respect to children’s program¬ 
ming, Comint alleges that it proposes to 
broadcast “a varied schedule of locally 
produced and originated programming” 
to respond to the special needs of child¬ 
ren, including preschool children, which 
needs Comint contends it has identiffed. 14 
In contrast, alleges Qomint, Florida 
Heartland and Central Nine propose no 
children’s programming; Mid-Florida 
proposes a one-half hour local or svndi- 
cated program for Saturday morning en¬ 
titled Children’s School; and TV 9 pro¬ 
poses All Gator, a one-half hour local 
entertainment program for pre-teens to 
be broadcast in an early morning time 
period, Monday through Friday. Comint 
urges that a basic qualifications issue re¬ 
lating to children’s programming is also 
required by the foregoing facts, citing the 
Children’s Television Report and Policy 
Statement, 50 FCC 2d 1, 31 RR 2d 1228 
(1974) (hereinafter. Children’s Televi¬ 
sion Report), in which the Commission 
states that it “expects to sec a reasonable 
amount of programming which is parti¬ 
cularly designed with an educational 
goal in mind,” fpara. 22); that licensees 
should make “a meaningful effort” to 
present programs for preschool children 
(para. 25); and that it is not “a reason¬ 
able scheduling practice” to relegate all 


»« In its September 1975 amendment, 
Comint proposes two locally originated chil¬ 
dren’s programs, one entitled the Pre-School 
Children’s Program to be broadcast Monday 
through Friday from 9:00 to 9:30 a.m. and 
the other entitled Children’s Time to be 
broadcast on Wednesday from 7:30 to 
8:00 p.m. 


children’s programming to one or two 
days (para. 27). 

8. In their oppositions, the other four 
applicants urge denial of Comint’s re¬ 
quested issues, addressing themselves 
chiefly to the comparative and disquali¬ 
fying children’s programming issues. TV 
9, however, asserts that it intends to edi¬ 
torialize, as originally proposed in its 
1966 application, and remains committed 
to establishing an Editorial Board com¬ 
posed of five of its principals. In addi¬ 
tion, TV 9 calls attention to its proposed 
program YOU, a locally produced two 
hour public affairs program which wfl 
be handled by a special editorial and pro¬ 
duction team. TV 9 further asserts that 
it proposes a substantial amount of local¬ 
ly originated news programming which 
will deal with community problems of 
interest to the service area. With respect 
to childrens’ programming, TV 9 states 
that it currently plans to air during the 
week two programs of local origin. Teen¬ 
ers Pad and Ah Gator. TV 9 also notes, as 
do the remaining applicants, that any 
successful applicant will have to comply 
with the Children’s Television Report, 
supra, and that any successful applicant 
will be affiliated with the ABC Television 
network which, as anticipated by the 
Commisison in the Children’s Television 
Report, will supply network children’s 
programming. Mid-Florida adds that in 
addition to the network children’s pro¬ 
grams which it plans to carry, it will di¬ 
rect its proposed travel program Florida 
Safari and Its proposed program Here 
and There, a travelogue/human inter¬ 
est'animal/nature-type program, to a 
child audience. Florida Heartland indi¬ 
cates that certain of its proposed pro¬ 
grams. such as Take Five, Special Issues, 
Heartland Focus, and Heartland Varie¬ 
ties, will be aimed at educational and/or 
youth audiences. As an attachment to 
its opposition, Central Nine includes the 
affidavit of its Secretary. Mark V. Bark¬ 
er. Jr., dated October 22, 1975. In his 
affidavit, Mr. Barker avers that Central 
Nine will be broadcasting children’s pro¬ 
gramming as a matter of policy and plans 
to reserve Saturday morning for some 
children’s programming. 

9. The Broadcast Bureau, in its com¬ 
ments. opposes addition of the two re¬ 
quested issues. According to the Bureau, 
the differences in news programming 
and editorial policies set forth by Comint 
do not amount to the very strong show¬ 
ing required by the Commission in sup¬ 
port of a comparative programming 
issue, and Comint has not presented suf¬ 
ficient facts to support its claimed su¬ 
periority in proposed children’s pro¬ 
gramming. As for the requested disquali¬ 
fying children’s programming issue, the 
Bureau argues that Comint lias failed 
to establish that any of the other appli¬ 
cants propose no programming for 
children. 

10. The Board will add a limited com¬ 
parative programming issue. As set forth 
tn Chapman and Television Co., supra, 
a comparative programming issue is 
warranted only where differences in pro¬ 
posed program plans go beyond ordinary 
differences in judgment and show a 
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superior devotion to public service, such 
as an unusual attention to local commu¬ 
nity matters for which there is a demon¬ 
strated community need. A careful re¬ 
view of the pleadings and applications 
in the instant proceeding reveals that 
Comint has ascertained a need for more 
local news coverage of the Brevard 
County area 1B and a need for more pro¬ 
gramming directed toward overcoming 
the language problems of the Spanish 
community. 70 To meet these needs, 
Comint not only proposes to program a 
greater number of hours of news, but, 
more significantly, plans to devote 
greater resources and efforts to the 
Brevard County area by basing a mini¬ 
camera unit and permanent staff there 
and to attend to the language problems 
of the Spanish-speaking community by 
simultaneously translating certain news¬ 
casts into Spanish. Inclusion of a com¬ 
parative programming issue as to these 
differences in the news programming 
proposals of the various applicants is, 
therefore, warranted. Cf. WPIX Inc., 23 
FCC 2d 245, 19 RR 2d 182 (1970). Comint 
has not, however, shown that its pro¬ 
posal to simulcast news for the deaf, 
although commendable, responds to any 
ascertained community problem or need. 
Similarly, Comint has not made the re¬ 
quired showing that its greater emphasis 
on editorial policies is related to its study 
of community needs. See CBS, Inc., 49 
FCC 2d 743, 31 RR 2d 1467 (1974). We 
note that TV 9 and Mid-Florida also 
plan to editorialize, and all of the appli¬ 
cants have proposed extensive public af¬ 
fairs programming through which they 
intend to deal with ascertained prob¬ 
lems. 

11. Our examination of the children’s 
programming proposals of the applicants 
as well as the additional explication of 
their proposals presented in the opposi¬ 
tions leads us to conclude that the dif¬ 
ferences in this regard do not go beyond 
'‘ordinary differences in programming 
judgment.” See Chapman, supra, 
Comint’s mere assertion that “the edu¬ 
cational needs of children, particularly 
pre-school children, is one of the im¬ 
portant needs of the area” does not 
meet the test set forth in Chap¬ 
man. See Community Broadcasters, 
Inc., 33 FCC 2d 714, 23 RR 2d 723 (1972). 
In this connection, w T e note that the 


“Although Comint does not identify in¬ 
creased news coverage for Brevard County 
as one of Its broad subject areas of commu¬ 
nity concern listed in its Analysis of the 
Community Leader and General Public Sur¬ 
veys (Vol. 1 Sec. IV of the September 1976 
amendment), in its tabular analysis of the 
community leader survey, the category 
"Communications: Need Media Support" re¬ 
ceives a substantial number of mentions in 
both the prime viewing area and the out¬ 
lying viewing area (Vol. 1 Section II, Tables 
B and C). 

“The problems and needs of the Spanish 
community are listed as one of Comint’s 
broad subject areas of concern. According 
to Comint’s demographic study, there are 
26,000 to 30,000 Spanish-speaking people in 
the area, and the population of the total 
viewing area is approximately 920,000. 


Children’s Television Report, supra, does 
not excuse a petitioner from relating its 
claimed superiority to ascertained com¬ 
munity needs in order to make the requi¬ 
site showing for a comparative program¬ 
ming issue. Nor has Comint shown that 
any applicant will ot program for chil¬ 
dren. Moreover, there is no indication in 
the Children’s Television Report that li¬ 
censees may not rely on network pro¬ 
gramming to meet their obligations. 17 For 
these reasons, we will not add a compara¬ 
tive or disqualifying issue as to children’s 
programming. 

12. Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
petition to enlarge issues, filed October 9, 
1975, by Comint Corporation, is granted 
to the extent indicated herein, and is 
denied in all other respects; and 

13. It is further ordered, That the is¬ 
sues in this proceeding are enlarged by 
the addition of the following issue: 

To determine on a comparative basis the 
significant differences among the applicants 
with respect to their news programming pro¬ 
posals and the manner in which they pro¬ 
pose to meet the needs and Interests of the 
Brevard County area and the needs and in¬ 
terests of the Spanish-speaking population 
in their respective proposed service areas. 

Adopted: January 30, 1976. 

Released: February 5, 1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 ® 

rsEALl Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary, 

|FR Doc.76-3776 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am| 


RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR 
MARINE SERVICES 

Meetings 

In accordance with Pub. L. 92-463, 
“Federal Advisory Committee Act,” the 
schedule of future Radio Technical Com¬ 
mission for Marine Services (RTCM) 
meetings is as follows: 

RTCM SC 69/FCC WARC-79 Advisory 
Committee for Maritime Mobile Service, 
fourth meeting, 1919 M St. NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., Room 847, 9:30 a.m. to 
12:30 p.m., Tuesday, February 24, 1976. 

Agenda 

1. Call of the Agenda 

2. Chairman’s opening remarks 

3. Reports of the Task Forces 

4. Review work to be accomplished 

5. Further business 

6. Set date for next meeting 

7. Adjournment 

Charles Dorian, Chairman, SC 69, COMSAT 

General, 950 L'Enfant Plaza 8W, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20024. Phone: (202 ) 554-6829 

To comply with the advance notice re¬ 
quirements of Pub. L. 92-463, a compara¬ 
tively long interval of time occurs be¬ 
tween publication of this notice and the 


In fact, the Commission states that it 
anticipates that the networks will take the 
lead in producing programming for children. 
50 FCC 2d at 19, n.22. 31 RR 2d at 1249, n.22. 

“ Board Member Ohlbaum dissenting to the 
failure to authorize exploration of the 
claimed benefits of Comint's additional serv¬ 
ice to deaf persons. 


actual meeting. Consequently, there is 
no absolute certainty that the listed 
meeting room will be available on the 
day of the meeting. Those planning to 
attend the meeting should report to the 
room listed in the notice. If a room sub¬ 
stitution has been made, the new meet¬ 
ing room location will be posted at the 
room listed in this notice. 

Agendas, working papers, and other 
appropriate documentation for the meet¬ 
ing is available at that meeting. Those 
desiring more specific information may 
contact either the designated Chairman 
or the RTCM Secretariat. (Phone (202) 
632-6490) 

The RTCM has acted as a coordina¬ 
tor for maritime telecommunications 
since its establishment in 1947. Problems 
are studied by Special Committees and 
the final report is approved by the 
RTCM Executive Committee. All RTCM 
meetings are open to the public. Written 
statements are preferred but by pre¬ 
vious arrangement, oral presentations 
will be permitted within time and space 
limitations. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

I seal I Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-3778 Filed 2-6-76; 8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 20477; FCC 76R-23] 

RUST COMMUNICATIONS GROUP, INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order Modifying 
Issues 

In regard applications of Rust Com¬ 
munications Group, Inc., Docket No. 
20477, File No. BR-261, BRH-4, for re¬ 
newal of license for Stations WHAM and 
WHFM (FM), Rochester, New York. 

1. By Memorandum Opinion and Or¬ 
der, FCC 75-537, 40 FR 22882. published 
May 27,1975, the Commission designated 
for hearing the 1972 applications and 
1975 supplements thereto of Rust Com¬ 
munications Group, Inc. (Rust) for re¬ 
newal of licenses for Stations WHAM 
and WHFM (FM), Rochester, New York. 
The following issues were specified 
against Rust: 1 

(1) To determine the efforts made by Rust 
Communications Group, Inc., to ascertain 
the community problems of the area to be 
served and the manner in which the appli¬ 
cant proposes to meet these problems. 

(2) To determine whether Rust Commu¬ 
nications Group, Inc. made reasonable and 
good faith efforts to cary out its Public 
Affairs programing proposal set forth in its 
1969 application for renewal of license for 
Station WHAM during the 1969-1972 license 
term. 

(3) To determine whether Rust Commu¬ 
nications Group, Inc.’s non-entertainment 
programing (i.e.. News, Public Affairs and 
Other) of Station WHAM was reasonably re¬ 
sponsive to the community problems, needs 
and interests. 


1 Subsequently, by Memorandum Opinion 
and Order, FCC 75Rr-275, 64 FCC 2d 419 
(1975). the Review Board granted Rust’s re¬ 
quest to add a meritorious programing issue. 
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(4) To determine whether Rust Commu¬ 
nications Group, Inc., has met the require¬ 
ments of the Commission’s equal employ¬ 
ment opportunity rules and policies, In the 
formulation and Implementation of its non¬ 
discrimination and affirmative action pro¬ 
grams as reflected In both the 1972 renewal 
application and the 1975 supplement thereto. 

(5) To determine. In light of the evidence 
adduced under the preceding issue, what 
sanctions, if any, should be Imposed to elim¬ 
inate past discriminatory practices and to 
insure compliance with our rules in the 
future. 

(6) To determine in light of the evidence 
adduced under the above issues, whether the 
applicant has the requisite qualifications to 
be or remain a Commission licensee, and 
whether a grant of the applications would 
serve the public interest, convenience and 
necessity. 

Action for a Better Community (ABC), 
which filed a petition to deny Rust’s ap¬ 
plications for renewal of licenses, was 
made a party to this proceeding in the 
designation Order. Presently before the 
Review Board is a motion to enlarge is¬ 
sues, filed June 11, 1975, by ABC re¬ 
questing the addition of various issues 
against Rust. 2 

Requested Ascertainment and Related 
Programming Issues 

2. ABC requests issues to determine 
whether, on a continuing basis, Rust has 
kept itself reasonably apprised of the 
nature of community leadership in the 
area to be served; whether Rust has es¬ 
tablished the required relationship be¬ 
tween ascertained needs and specific 
programs designed to meet those needs 
for the 1972 renewal applications and 
1975 supplements thereto of Stations 
WHAM and WHFM(FM) (hereinafter 
WHFM); and whether its non-enter¬ 
tainment programing as set forth in its 
1972 program proposals, its 1972-1975 
performance, and its 1975 program pro¬ 
posals for Station WHFM were reason¬ 
ably responsive to community problems, 
needs and interests. The Review Board 
concurs with the views of Rust and the 
Broadcast Bureau that the requested 
issues are unwarranted. As an initial 
matter, we note that, as stated in Big 
Country Radio, Inc., 50 FCC 2d 967, 32 
RR 2d 1119 (1975), specification of a 
general ascertainment (or Suburban) 
issue encompasses an inquiry into all 
aspects of the applicant’s ascertainment 
showing at hearing. 2 Thus, in main part, 
all three of ABC’s ascertainment requests 
are directed towards matters already po¬ 
tentially encompassed within the desig¬ 


3 Also before the Board are the following 
related pleadings: (a) Partial opposition, 
filed August 22, 1975, by the Broadcast Bu¬ 
reau; (b) opposition, filed August 25, 1975. 
by Rust; and (c) Joint response to (a) and 
(b). filed October 6. 1975, by ABC. 

* ABC’s request for additional ascertain¬ 
ment issues appears to stem from its failure 
to perceive that a Suburban issue was in 
fact designated by the Commission as Issue 
1. because, as ABC notes In Its response, 
“nowhere in the Memorandum Opinion and 
Order is 'Suburban issue* ever mentioned.” 
For purposes of clarification, we would point 
out that since Suburban Broadcasters, 30 


nated suburban issue. 4 Finally, it is the 
Board’s view that ABC’s request for an 
inquiry into WHFM’s 1972-1975 pro¬ 
graming performance is encompassed 
within designated issue 3. Paragraph 21 
of the designation Order clearly contem¬ 
plates that both the AM and FM per¬ 
formance should be examined for this 
renewal period ahd, as a result, the fail¬ 
ure to specifically refer to WHFM in the 
issue appears to have been due to inad- 
vertance. rather than design. 8 Conse¬ 
quently, the Board will modify Issue (3) 
to encompass the FM operation. How¬ 
ever, to the extent that ABC is requesting 
the Board to issue a ruling on the scope 
or relevance of the evidence to be ad¬ 
duced under the general Suburban issue 
already designated in this proceeding 
(Issue 1), it must similarly.be denied. 
As we have frequently held, such requests 
should be initially addressed to the Pre¬ 
siding Judge. See §§ 0.341, 1.243<h) and 
1.248(c)(1) of the rules. See also A. C. 
Elliott, Jr.. 51 FCC 2d 704, 32 RR 2d 1598 
(1975) and cases cited therein. 

Requested Equal Employment Oppor¬ 
tunity Issue 

3. Although the Commission desig¬ 
nated an issue to determine whether 


FCC 1021 (1961), aff’d sub nom. Henry v. 
FCC, 112 U.S. App. D.C. 257, 302 F. 2d 191, 
23 RR 2016 (1962). cert, denied 371 U.S. 821 
(1962), the Commission has referred to an 
applicant’s responsibility of ascertaining his 
community’s needs and of programming to 
meet those needs as a Suburban or ascertain¬ 
ment issue. 

With regard to movant’s claim that a 
licensee Is required to keep Itself apprised on 
a continuing basis of the nature of commu¬ 
nity leadership in its service area, we note 
that although the Commission spoke of an 
applicant’s “continuing effort” to determine 
and meet community needs in its Report and 
Statement of Policy Re: Commission En Banc 
Programing Inquiry, 25 FR 7291, 20 RR 1901, 
1915 (I960), we have interpreted this lan¬ 
guage as dictating a consistent awareness of 
and responsiveness to community problems 
rather than continuous surveys. See WPIX, 
Inc. (WPIX), 23 FCC 2d 245, 19 RR 2d 182 
(1970). It should be noted, however, that in 
its recently adopted Primer on Ascertain¬ 
ment of Community Problems by Broadcast 
Renewal Applicants, FCC 75-1361, 41 FR 1372, 
published January 7. 1976, the Commission 
states that it expects renewal applicants to 
ascertain such problems throughout their 
license terms and sets forth guidelines 
(which will become effective February 6, 1976 
for licenses expiring December 1, 1976 and 
thereafter) on how continuous ascertain¬ 
ment can be accomplished, documented and 
reported. 

s Paragraph 21, which falls under the cap¬ 
tion of “program service” rather than “ascer¬ 
tainment”, reads in pertinent part: “With 
regard to the licensee's programing proposals 
for the 1972-1975 license terms, [ABC has] 
alleged an unresponsiveness to minority 
problems and a general inadequacy of pro¬ 
graming • • • As previously pointed out. 
Rust does not appear to have adequately 
ascertained the problems of the Rochester 
area in either the 1972 renewal applications 
or the 1975 supplements thereto. Under the 
circumstances, we cannot determine that the 
program proposals for either WHAM or 
WHFM would adequately respond to signifi¬ 
cant community problems.” 


Rust has met the requirements of the 
Commission’s equal employment oppor¬ 
tunity (EEO) rules and policies with re¬ 
spect to the practices of Stations WHAM 
and WHFM (Issue 4), movant contends 
that the issue should be broadened, or an 
issue added, to include an inquiry into 
the EEO practices of the stations owned 
by Rust in other communities.* * In sup¬ 
port of its contention, ABC relies on sta¬ 
tistics found in Rust’s consolidated EEO 
reports for all its stations for the years 
1971, 1973 and 1974, : which statistics, 
in ABC’s view, raise a question as to 
Rust’s overall minority employment 
practices.'* ABC argues that since EEO 
matters are generally corporate policy 
concerns, an examination of employment 
practices at the stations owned by Rust 
outside of Rochester would aid in eval¬ 
uating Rust’s operations at the Roches¬ 
ter stations, citing, in support, Town and 
Country Radio. Inc., 53 FCC 2d 401, 33 
FR2d 1589 (1975). In its partial oppo¬ 
sition, the Broadcast Bureau maintains 
that evidence of Rust’s EEO practices at 
its other stations is irrelevant and im¬ 
material to the instant proceeding. 

4. In the Board’s view, ABC has failed 
to raise a substantial question of fact 
concerning a possible pattern of employ¬ 
ment discrimination by Rust. As Rust in¬ 
dicates in its opposition, only two of the 
communities, other than Rochester, in 
which it has stations have a significant 
minority population—Richmond and 
Portsmouth, Virginia. With respect to 
the Richmond stations. WRNL and 
WRXL(FM), Rust states that upon re¬ 
newal the Commission reviewed allega¬ 
tions made against Station WRNL and 
rejected them, although it chose to keep 
apprised of the results of the EEO pro¬ 
gram at WRNL through prospective re¬ 
porting requirements. Station WRXL 
(FM) ’s renewal application was granted 
unconditionally, adds Rust, because its 
total staff was so small as to be exempted 


•William F. Rust, Jr., president and ma¬ 
jority stockholder of Rust Communications 
Group. Inc., controls the licensees of WKLX, 
Portsmouth. Virginia: WRNL and WRNXL 
(FM), Richmond. Virginia; WAEB and 
WXKW(FM), Allentown, Pennsylvania; 
WNOW-AM—FM. York. Pennsylvania; WRAW. 
Reading, Pennsylvania; and WPTR, Albany. 
New York. Rust also acquired WFLY(FM), 
Troy, New York, by an assignment applica¬ 
tion granted January 23, 1975. 

T ABC points out that the 1971 report re¬ 
veals 88 full-time employees at six stations of 
which minority employees Included a full¬ 
time black service worker and a full-time 
American Indian secretary; that the 1973 re¬ 
port lists 125 full-time employees at nine 
stations which included no blacks, one Span- 
ish-surnamed professional and one American 
Indian secretary; and that the 1974 report 
lists 138 full-time employees at ten stations 
which included one black professional, one 
Spanish sales worker and one American In¬ 
dian secretary as well as one part-time black 
professional and two part-time black service 
workers out of a part-time work force of 26. 

"ABC attempts to analyze these statistics 
In light of the 1974 population estimates for 
the cities In which the Rust-owned stations 
are located and the fact that the average 
percentage of blacks In all of these areas 
combined approximates 12.1 percent. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 









5664 


NOTICES 


from the Commission's EEO reporting 
requirements. As for Station WKEX in 
Portsmouth. Rust submits that the 1975 
renewal application reveals that the sta¬ 
tion employs two blacks part-time and 
the 1972 renewal application indicated 
that although the station at that time 
had no minority employees, it had re¬ 
cently employed a black salesman on a 
full-time basis and two part-time black 
announcers but that each had left the 
station voluntarily. The statistics for 
WKLX in Portsmouth, notwithstanding, 
the Board is of the opinion that in light 
of the information supplied by Rust as 
to the Richmond stations and the fact 
that the remaining Rust-owned stations 
are located in communities which do not 
have significant black populations, mov¬ 
ant's general assertions of discrimination 
fail to raise a substantial and material 
question of fact concerning a possible 
pattern of employment discrimination by 
Rust in all of its broadcast holdings. Cf. 
Town and Country Radio, Inc., supra. 
Alternatively, to the extent that the in¬ 
stant request may be regarded as one 
seeking a ruling concerning the scope of 
relevance of evidence with respect to the 
existing EEO issue, it must also be de¬ 
nied. As we stated previously, such re¬ 
quests should be initially addressed to 
the Presiding Judge. 

Discriminatory Programing Issue 

5. ABC next requests an issue to deter¬ 
mine whether Rust exhibited a pattern 
of discrimination against minorities in 
the planning and execution of its non¬ 
entertainment programing. Specifically, 
ABC alleges that WHAM has excluded 
minorities from participation on its lo¬ 
cally-produced public affairs programs; 
that to ABC’s knowledge the pu blic af - 
fairs programing broadcast on WHFM 
from 1972 to August 1974, all of which 
was a duplication of programing on 
WHAM, included no minority partici¬ 
pants; and that a black-produced series. 
People Talk. People Listen, which 
WHFM introduced after August 1974 
was only one minute in length, was 
broadcast 25 times without change over 
a seven-day period and was subsequently 
discontinued. The Commission has al¬ 
ready ruled in the designation Order 
that the subject of Rust's programing 
responsiveness to minority problems may 
be explored at the hearing under Issue 3. 
However, we do not believe that a sepa¬ 
rate issue predicated on the allegations 
set forth in the petition to enlarge is 
warranted. Insofar as ABC seeks an ex¬ 
pansion of the existing issues by alleging 
that "a practice of purposeful and 
knowledgeable discrimination persists in 
the planning and execution of Rust’s 
non-entertainment programing," we note 
that its charges are completely unsup¬ 
ported.*’ Since movant has failed to allege 


0 The two letters from David Honig of ABC 
to Ed Hasbrouck of Station WHAM, sub¬ 
mitted with ABC’s responsive pleading, mere¬ 
ly suggests guests for the station’s Opinion 
program but do not in any way substantiate 
ABC’s assertion that WHAM has a policy of 
excluding minority guests from its program¬ 
ing. 


specific facts indicating that Rust "has 
deliberately selected programing evinc¬ 
ing a pattern of racial prejudice or a pol¬ 
icy of exclusion of minority groups," no 
basis for a separate issue can be found. 
WPHL, Inc., 53 FCC 2d 449, 452, 33 RR 
2d 1314. 1318 (1975); Miami Valley 
Broadcasting Corporation. 48 FCC 2d 
177, 180-81, 30 RR 2d 1742, 1750 (1974), 
amended 32 RR 2d 360 (1974); cf. Coun- 
try-Politan Broadcasting, Inc., 54 FCC 
2d 61, 34 RR 2d 87 (1975). 

Public Service Programing Issue 

6. ABC seeks an issue to determine 
whether the public service programing 
(specifically, public service announce¬ 
ments (PSAs) of WHAM and WHFM in 
1974 was reasonably calculated to be ef¬ 
fective in meeting community problems. 
In support of its request, movant alleges 
that only about three percent of WHAM’s 
public service announcements during 
1974 and about 27 percent of WHFM’s 
PSAs were local in nature because the 
stations were relying on the network, the 
Ad Council and the State Broadcasters 
Association to supply their PSAs. ABC 
also criticizes Rust for its alleged failure 
to present PSAs in "prime-time." 

7. The Board finds no justification for 
inquiry into the public service announce¬ 
ments of WHAM and WHFM in 1974. 10 
While the broadcast of public service an¬ 
nouncements is considered a measure of 
a station’s performance in the public in¬ 
terest. the Commission has indicated 
that "it can hardly be considered a fail¬ 
ure to serve the public interest when 
such announcements are supplied by the 
organizations or interests involved or by 
networks." Time-Life Broadcast, Inc. 33 
FCC 2d 1081, 1095, 23 RR 2d 1146, 1161 
(1972). Rather, the relevant test is 
whether the licensee has consistently re¬ 
fused to broadcast certain public serv¬ 
ice announcements, and ABC has pre¬ 
sented no such showing. In addition, mo¬ 
vant has not shown that Rust has abused 
the broad discretion accorded a licensee 
in the scheduling of its public service an¬ 
nouncements. See Time-Life Broadcast, 
Inc., supra. u 

Rule 1.526 Issue 

8. In support of its request for a § 1.526 
issue,” petitioner avers that the WHAM 


M In this respect, we disagree with the 
Broadcast Bureau’s argument that the PSAs 
aired by WHAM and WHFM during the 1974 
composite week could be considered under 
the designated Suburban issue. The re¬ 
quested inquiry relates to the licensee’s past 
programing and. ai we stated In WPIX, Inc. 
(WFIX), 23 FCC 2d 245, 254, 13 RR 2d 182, 
192 (1970), the Suburban tssue is essentially 
prospective in nature and therefore does not 
contemplate a review of past programing 
efforts. 

n Moreover, the exhibits submitted by ABC 
show that 35.6 percent of WHAM’s I’SAs and 
46 percent of WHFM’s PSAs were presented 
at other than "graveyard” or weekend hours. 

13 Rule 1.526(a) (4)-(7) provides. In perti¬ 
nent part, that every applicant for a con¬ 
struction permit for a new broadcast station 
shall maintain for public inspection such 
records as are required to be kept by 5 73.120 
(d) concerning broadcasts by candidates for 
public office; a copy of every annual employ- 


public file was examined at the station 
on February 12, 1975. and on March 28, 
1975, by David Honig (a consultant to 
ABC), who discovered the following: on 
February 12, the FCC Procedure Manual, 
the political broadcasting file, and the 
latent (1974) FCC Form 395 (for EEO) 
were missing; on March 28. the FCC Pro¬ 
cedure Manual, the political broadcast¬ 
ing file, and certain letters from the 
listening public concerning the broadcast 
of WHAM’s Opinion program which were 
in the file on February 12, were missing; 
and on both dates, the file did not con¬ 
tain any correspondence from ABC or 
Metro-Act “ or replies thereto, although 
other correspondence in the file dated 
back to June 1973. u According to ABC, 
the missing correspondence related to a 
broadcast of Opinion on September 24, 

1974, on which Ed Hasbrouck, the pro¬ 
gram’s host, advised listeners to with¬ 
draw all of their money held in banks, 
which advice prompted considerable ad¬ 
verse listener response. Absent a satis¬ 
factory explanation from Rust, the 
Broadcast Bureau supports the addition 
of an issue. 

9. As an attachment to its opposition. 
Rust submits the August 20, 1975. af¬ 
fidavit of Kathleen A. Daylor, Office 
Manager of WHAM, who states that 
while the FCC Procedure Manual and 
1974 FCC Form 395 were inadvertently 
not included in the file on February 12, 

1975, the political broadcasting file was 
included on both February 12 and 
March 28. Ms. Daylor avers that, upon 
learning of the omissions, the station ob¬ 
tained a copy of the FCC Procedure 
Manual and a copy of Form 395, and that 
she indicated to Mr. Honig in a com¬ 
munication dated February 14, 1975, that 
the 1974 EFO form was available for in¬ 
spection.® She further states that the 
FCC Procedure Manual and the political 
broadcasting file were in the public file 
on March 28. As for the letters concern¬ 
ing the September 24. 1974, Opinion pro¬ 
gram. Rust explains that between Febru¬ 
ary 12 and March 28, the station moved 
its public file to another location, and 
when Mr. Honig asked to see the file, the 
file folder containing the letters was over¬ 
looked; however, asserts Rust, there is no 
merit to ABC’s implication that it was at¬ 
tempting to hide the matter from the 
public since the station’s News Director 
made a full and public apology over the 
air on the next Opinion program. As to 
the alleged lack of correspondence in its 
public file from ABC or Metro-Act, Rust 
notes that ABC did not identify the 
letters said to be omitted and, in any 


ment report filed by the licensee; a copy of 
The Public and Broadcasting—A Procedure 
Manual; and such letters received from mem¬ 
bers of the public as are required to be re¬ 
tained by $ 73.1202. 

u Metro-Act of Rochester, Inc. (Metro-Act) 
was made a party to this proceeding In the 
designation Order. 

Ji ABC’s request Is supported by the affidavit 
of David Honig, dated June 10, 1975, In which 
he states that he personally conducted all of 
the “publlc-file-readlng." 

“In Its response, ABC does not deny that 
the FCC Form 395 was In the file on March 28, 
1975. 
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event, none of the various letters at¬ 
tached to ABC’s motion was written after 
January 1, 1974, at which time the rule 
requiring that letters from the public be 
kept in the file became effective. In reply, 
ABC attaches an affidavit of David Honig, 
dated October 6. 1975, stating that he 
found both the political broadcasting file 
and FCC Procedure Manual to be missing 
on February 12 and March 28, 1975. ABC 
also attaches several letters written after 
January 1, 1974, which, it contends, were 
not found in WHAM’s public file when 
examined. 

10. The request for the addition of a 
5 1.526 issue will be denied. While Rust 
may have been in technical violation of 
the rule, the Board does not ffnd the 
omission of the FCC Procedure Manual, 
the political broadcasting file and the 
1974 FCC Form 395 of such magnitude 
as to warrant an evidentiary inquiry in 
light of Rust's declaration that the omis¬ 
sions were inadvertent and the fact that 
the station proceeded to remedy the sit¬ 
uation. Additionally, no prejudice to the 
public has been alleged or demonstrated. 
See Media. Inc., 22 FCC 2d 875, 18 RR 2d 
1175 (1970), review denied FCC 70-986, 
released September 9. 1970. Although we 
are more concerned over the allegations 
that letters from the public were missing 
from the file, particularly since this is a 
renewal proceeding, the circumstances 
herein do not warrant the requested in¬ 
quiry. Thus, we note that the letters con¬ 
cerning the September 24, 1974 Opinion 
program were present when movant ex¬ 
amined the file on February 12,1975, and 
Rust’s claim that the letters were inad¬ 
vertently placed elsewhere when movant 
again reviewed the file on March 28 is 
not incredible or unreasonable. See 
Prairieland Broadcasters, 49 FCC 2d 671, 
31 RR 2d 1359 (1974). Furthermore, a 
review of the three letters written by 
ABC which were allegedly missing from 
WHAM’s public file reveals that only one 
letter was actually addressed to WHAM. 1 * 
The other two letter were addressed to 
Mr. Ervin Lyke of Rochester Broadcast¬ 
ers and to Mr. Richard Shiben of the 
FCC with copies to be sent to WHAM 
and other stations. There is no require¬ 
ment in either § 1.526 or 9 73.1202 of the 
Commission’s Rules (see note 12, supra) 
that a licensee retain in its public file 
copies of letters sent to other parties. 
We. therefore, find the omissions to be 
of insufficient magnitude to warrant the 
specification of a disqualifying issue. 

Fairness Doctrine, Political Broadcast¬ 
ing and Personal Attack Issues 

11. As a basis for its request for the 
addition of an issue to determine whether 
Rust has failed to abide by the Commis¬ 
sion’s fairness doctrine, political broad¬ 
casting and personal attack rules, ABC 
cites a number of instances in which 
Station WHAM allegedly violated the 


“The letter addressed to Mr. Robert 
Luther, General Manager of WHAM, dated 
January 2, 1974, ts not a complaint but rather 
a request that WHAM review a Model Affirma¬ 
tive Action Plan which had been submitted 
to it. 


fairness doctrine or “exhibited an utter 
failure to have in effect procedures to 
avoid disobedience to the doctrine” and 
severe! additional instances in which 
WHAM allegedly violated the Commis¬ 
sion’s political broadcasting and per¬ 
sonal attack rules. With respect to the 
alleged fairness doctrine violations, the 
majority of ABC s charges are directed 
toward the manner in which the Opinion 
program, a call-in program on which 
listeners discuss various topics, which is 
moderated by Ed Hasbrouck, was con¬ 
ducted. For example, ABC asserts that 
on January 4. 1972, Mr. Hasbrouck com¬ 
mented “you can’t trust 1 those people 1” 
in a conversation dealing with Pearl Har¬ 
bor, and on October 27, 1972, Mr. Has¬ 
brouck remarked that “most people on 
welfare drive Cadillacs and own color 
TVs • • V ABC further submits a ser¬ 
ies of letters exchanged between James 
McCuller, its Executive Director, and 
WHAM’s General Manager, Robert 
Luther, from December 1972 through 
February 1973. In his letters, Mr. Mc¬ 
Culler complained that Mr. Hasbrouck 
favored the bombing of North Vietnam, 
spoke out against amnesty and called the 
United Nations “* • * the most worth¬ 
less organization that fhe had! ever 
heard of.” Mr. McCuller proceeded to 
suggest to Mr. Luther the names of per¬ 
sons in area organizations who could 
provide other views on these topics. ABC 
argues that Mr. Luther’s response of 
February 20, 1973, which states that 
WHAM is in compliance with the fair¬ 
ness doctrine and notes the frequency 
with which Ed Hasbrouck gives the Opin¬ 
ion call-in number in order to solicit 
various points of view, amounts to a 
concession that WHAM has not aired 
programing addressing opposing views. 

12. In addition. ABC refers to several 
letters in the FCC files complaining of 
the September 24, 1974 broadcast of 
Opinion in which Mr. Hasbrouck advised 
listeners to withdraw their money from 
banks as well as to additional letters to 
the FCC, one, dated October 10, 1973, 
from Mitchell Kaidy, public relations di¬ 
rector for the AFL-CIO Council in Roch¬ 
ester, seeking time to reply to Mr. Has- 
brouck’s remark that “the reason the 
labor officials wanted the higher mini¬ 
mum wage bill was one of self-aggran¬ 
dizement*’; a second, dated October 1, 
1974, from a George Olsen stating that a 
businessman from Uniontown Pennsyl¬ 
vania, explained on the Opinion program 
how he is able to avoid paying any U.S. 
income tax; and a third letter, dated No¬ 
vember 22. 1974, from a Harold Silver 
alleging that Mr. Hasbrouck agreed with 
a caller that Jews “control the finance 
and commerce of this country.'* 11 Other 
ABC complaints incluude a March 19, 
1973, letter from David Honig to Mr. 
Luther seeking to air viewpoints on the 
subject of aid to education which Mr. 
Hasbrouck allegedly opposes, and a 


n The Broadcast Bureau notes that the 
Commission advised Mr. Silver on January 
18, 1975, that It could not censor broadcast 
material and that he should advise the li¬ 
censee of material considered objectionable. 


December 4, 1973. request by Mr. McCul¬ 
ler that he be given reply time to 
respond to comments made by Mr. Has¬ 
brouck on the subject of broadcast sta¬ 
tion employment practices. According to 
ABC, both letters went unanswered. 
Further, ABC notes with regard to 
WHAM’s general programing, that Ms. 
Karen Tobin, currently head of Pro¬ 
gram Funding, Inc., a group providing 
service to farm laborers, wrote a letter 
to the FCC, dated April 29, 1972, com¬ 
plaining of WHAM’s anti-labor bias in 
farm programing and stating that she 
had twice requested time to air informa¬ 
tion for seasonal farm workers and low 
income residents; that on June 25, 1972, 
the Genessee Valley Chapter of the Na¬ 
tional Organization for Women (NOW) 
filed a complaint with the Commission. 1 * 
asking that ABC be granted time to reply 
to a WHAM editorial which said that 
ABC should not have filed the petition 
to deny against WHAM’s 1972 renewal 
application in view of ABC’s own inter¬ 
nal difficulties; and that on October 16, 
1972, Mr. McCuller requested that 
WHAM air a PSA on the public's right 
to become involved in broadcast reform, 
but WHAM never responded. Finally, 
ABC relates that on August 21, 1973, 
Fred Schaeffer, President of Metro-Act, 
wrote to Mr. Luther questioning why the 
station had deleted public service an¬ 
nouncements for the Peace Corps and 
Vista while allowing military recruiting 
ads, and that on March 7, 1974, the Ex¬ 
ecutive Director of Metro-Act, Jack 
Skvorak, wrote the FCC claiming that 
WHAM had failed, for six months, to 
permit Metro-Act to appear to comment 
on tax reform. 

13. ABC next charges that WHAM has 
failed to observe the Commission’s politi¬ 
cal broadcasting and personal attack 
rules. Specifically, ABC claims that a 
“poll for the President’* was conducted 
on the Opinion program on October 27, 
1972, and that Mr. Hasbrouck personally 
endorsed then President Nixon before 
the program was over while the 
McGovern organization was “probably 
not offered a chance to reply.” As for the 
allegations that WHAM broadcast per¬ 
sonal attacks, ABC asserts that a Decem¬ 
ber 8, 1970, complaint in the Commis¬ 
sion’s files from a Mr. Scott of Nova 
Scotia complains that a WHAM editorial 
of the preceding day imputed the use of 
drugs to an Air Canada pilot."* Next, ABC 
adverts to an incident on October 30, 
1972, during which a woman calling 
Opinion “on the subject of the election” 
was harassed; according to ABC, the 
woman was opposed to drugs, but Mr. 
Hasbrouck shouted at her when she 
questioned his statement that “adults 
should be able to take drugs and booze 
but not kids” and asked her whether she 
wanted a Communist nation where 
people can’t do what they want ABC 


*• Neither Ms. Tobin’s letter nor the letter 
from NOW could be located In Commission 
flies, and ABC ha s failed to provide a copy. 

" Mr. Scott’s letter could not be located In 
the Commission’s files, and no copy has been 
supplied. 
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further contends that on November 6, 
1972, Mr. Honig wrote to Mr. Luther 
to suggest that personal attacks may 
have been made against Minister Ray¬ 
mond Scott, the President of FIGHT, 
La a WHAM editorial. However, ABC 
points out, WHAM’s reply of November 
1G did not include a copy of the editorial 
in question but only an assertion from 
Mr. Luther that “there was no mention 
of Minister Raymond Scott." Therefore, 
ABC aUeges. WHAM’s policy of sending 
complimentary copies of editorials does 
not apply to potential complainants. On 
December 1, 1972, continues ABC, Mr. 
McCuller wrote to Mr. Luther raising the 
issue of personal attacks on the Novem¬ 
ber 30, 1972 Opinion program against 
Harper Sibley, and the Rochester Demo¬ 
crat and Chronicle. Minister Scott. ABC, 
FIGHT, the Northeast District Council, 
and the Rochester Urban League. 
Although Mr. Luther did grant Mr. 
McCuller reply time to three points in 
the letter, ABC asserts that no reply time 
was given to the other attacked parties. 
ABC also argues that WHAM did not 
answer its allegation in a March 12, 1973 
letter from Mr. McCuller to Mr. 
Luther th^t Mr. Hasbrouck called Jane 
Fonda and D?vid Dellinger “traitors.” 
Moreover, ABC continues, a WHAM 
editorial of March 30. 1973, referred to 
Ms. Fonda and Mr. DPlinger as “dures of 
the Communists * • Mr. Has¬ 
brouck again accused Ms. Fonda of 
“treason and tried to l 5 nk this with 
Metro-Act” on rn April 6, 1973 Opinion 
program; and on an A^ril 13, 1973 Opin¬ 
ion program, Mr. Hasbrouck said that 
Ms. Fonda “caused the prisoners to be 
tortured Tand] gave aid and comfort to 
the enemy." 

14. The Review Board will not add an 
issue inquiring as to whether Rust has 
complied with the fairness doctrine, po¬ 
litical broadcasting or personal attack 
rules. As an initial matter, we agree with 
the Bureau that movant’s charges fail 
to comply with the specificity and sup¬ 
port requirements of § 1.229(c) of the 
Commission’s rules. With the exception 
of a blanket affidavit from David Honig 
attesting to the truth of the information 
contained in the motion to enlarge, ABC 
does not support its allegations with affi¬ 
davits from persons having personal 
knowledge of the facts alleged but, in¬ 
stead, relies on letters written by third 
persons. ABC’s allegations are also se¬ 
verely deficient substantively. Briefly, a 
fairness doctrine complaint is required 
to state the basis for his claims that a 
controversial i-sue of public importance 
was presented and that the licensee has 
not broadcast contrasting views on the 
issue or issues involved in its overall pro¬ 
gramming. £ec Fairness Report. 48 FCC 
2d 1. 30 RR 2d 1261 (1974); Broadcast 
Procedure Manual, 49 FCC 2d 1, 31 RR 
2d 224 (1974). Moreover, it is well estab¬ 
lished Commission policy that the com¬ 
plainant asserting violation of the fair¬ 
ness doctrine assume the burden of com¬ 
ing forward with some evidence showing 
a basis for the complaint. Lexington 
County Broadcasters, Inc., 41 FCC 2d 
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760, 27 RR 2d 1551 (1973); and The 
Meredith Corp., 37 FCC 2d 551, 2^ RR 2d 
428 (1972). In the instant case, ABC has 
first failed to show that the majority of 
the incidents complained of involved 
controversial issues of public importance. 
In particular, there is no indication that 
Mr. Hasbrouck’s comments that "you 
can’t trust [those people]" and “most 
people on welfare drive Cadillacs" or his 
comments on aid to education occurred 
during discussions of controversial issues. 
Nor is it apparent from the pleadings 
how broadcast station employment prac¬ 
tices, a businessman’s discussion on 
avoiding the payment of income taxes, or 
Mr. Hasbrouck’s comments on withdraw¬ 
ing money from banks involved contro¬ 
versial issues. 5 * Similarly, we note that 
military recruitment announcements are 
not controversial matters of public im¬ 
portance. See Green v. FCC, 144 U.S. 
Apr>. D.C. 353, 447 F. 2d 323, 22 RR 2d 
2022 (1971). Second, ABC has completely 
failed to present any showing that Rust 
has not broadcast opposing views. Fur¬ 
thermore, in response to Mr. McCuller’s 
allegations that WHAM did not air pro¬ 
gramming opposing the bombing of 
North Vietnam. Rust asserts that the 
station took different positions on a num¬ 
ber of occasions, supplying the affidavit 
of Ed Hasbrouck in support. 11 Affiant 
Hasbrouck also states that AFL-CIO of¬ 
ficials were scheduled to appear on Opin¬ 
ion on November 14, 1973, but never 
appeared. 

15. Throughout its motion, ABC as¬ 
serts that Rust has ignored various re¬ 
quests for air time and public service 
anouncements and has not responded to 
its letters suggesting the names of minor¬ 
ity leaders and urging that they be in¬ 
vited to appear on the station.* 5 Wc would 
point out that both the courts and the 
Commission have consistently stressed 
the wide degree of discretion accorded to 
a broadcast licensee under the fairness 
doctrine. Sec CBS, Inc. v. Democratic 
National Committee, 412 U.S. 94, 27 RR 
2d 907 (1973); Democratic National 


20 In his affidavit attached to Rust's appli¬ 
cation, Mr. Hasbrouck states that, although 
he Interviewed the businessman on the Opin¬ 
ion program, he him:elf never advocated the 
nonpayment of taxes or elicited advice on 
disobeying the law. 

91 We would caution Rust, however, against 
attempting to meet its responsibilities under 
the fairness doctrine by relying on the con¬ 
trasting views expressed by unknown persons 
on a call-in program. The Commission has 
previously stated that a licensee cannot rely 
solely upon the built-in fairness of a phor.e- 
in talk show. Broadcast of “Living Should 
be Fun", 33 FCC 101 (19^2). 

93 ABC also claims. In Its motion, that on 
several occasions WHAM failed to send past 
editorials to persons requesting them or to 
answer letters, and that callers on the Opin¬ 
ion program were sometimes cut off or in¬ 
sulted by Mr. Hasbrouck. In opposition. Rust 
supplies the affidavit of Mr. Luther, dated 
August 21. 1975, who states that the station 
has no hesitancy in circulating its editorials. 
Rust also submits Mr. Hosbrouck's affidavit 
of August 22. 1975, in which he denies hav¬ 
ing made the anti-semltic remark attributed 
to him. 


Committee v. FCC, 156 U.S. App. D.C, 
368, 481 F. 2d 543. 27 RR 2d 1421 (1973) ; 
RKO General. Inc., 46 FCC 2d 240, 29 
RR 2d 1459 (1974). Tlius, the broadcaster 
has the right to exercise its editorial 
judgment in determining how to treat 
community problems, needs end inter¬ 
ests. and the Commission has consitently 
rejected the claims of groups and individ¬ 
uals seeking a specific right of access to 
broadcast facilities. See The Black Cau¬ 
cus of the U.S. House of Representatives, 
40 FCC 2d 249, 26 RR 2d 856 (1973). 
Therefore, under the circumstances pre¬ 
sented. Rust was under no obligation to 
grant the request for air time to provide 
information for seasonal farm workers, 
to air ABC’s request for an announce¬ 
ment dealing with the public’s right to 
complain to the Commission or to permit 
Metro-Act to comment on tax reform. 5 * 

16. ABC has likewise failed tp substan¬ 
tiate its claims that the Commission’s 
political broadcasting and personal at¬ 
tack rules were violated by Rust. Section 
73.123(c) of the rules, pertaining to polit¬ 
ical editorials, is directed only to sta¬ 
tion editorials endorsing, or opposing, 
political candidates, Personal Attacks; 
Political Editorials, 8 FCC 2d 721 (1967); 
as a result, clearly, the “poll for the 
President” conducted on Opinion wps not 
a station editorial/* With regard to the 
personal attack rule, the Commission has 
emphasized that when, during the pres¬ 
entation of views on a controversial is¬ 
sue of public importance, an attrek is 
made upon the honestv, character, in¬ 
tegrity'or like personal qualities of an 
identified person or group, it is the duty 
of the licensee to notify the person or 
group attacked, to send a script, tape or 
accurate summarv, and to afford a rea¬ 
sonable opportunity for response. See 
Personal Attacks, Political Editorials, 
supra; Broadcast Procedure Manual, 
supra. ABC’s assertions, however, are 
largely speculative. No factual support is 
provided for the allegation that a WHAM 
editorial, broadcast on or about Decem¬ 
ber 7, 1970. imputed the use of drugs to 
an Air Canada pilot and, in fact, the af¬ 
fidavit of Mr. Luther, attached to Rust’s 
opposition, avers that no editorials were 
broadcast during that time period. Rust 
also submits, with its opposition, a copy 
of the editorial broadcast November 1, 
1972, on which Minister Scott ’was al¬ 
legedly attacked; the editorial makes no 
mention of Minister Scott. Moreover, 
Rust indicates that WHAM did offer re¬ 
ply time to Minister Scott. Harper Sibley, 
and the editor of the Rochester Demo¬ 
crat and Chronicle, as well as Mr. Mc¬ 
Culler. following the November 30, 1972 
Opinion program. On the other hand, 
Mr. Hasbrouck’s remarks on the Opin¬ 
ion program concerning Jane Fonda 
and David Dellingfcr did apparently vio- 

23 7n addition, ABC's ascertain that WHAM 
failed to answer NOW's request for time to 
reply to WHAM’s editorial criticizing ABC 
for filing its petition to deny does not meet 
the requirements for complaints under either 
the fairness doctrine or personal attack rule 
(see para. 10, infra). 

** In his August 22. 1975. affidavit, Mr. Has¬ 
brouck denies that he ever endorsed or said 
ho favored President Nixon. 
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late the personal attack rule. Mr. Has- 
brouck’s affidavit indicates that while he 
doesn’t specifically recall referring to Ms. 
Fonda or Mr. Dellinger as traitors, he 
does recall referring to a statement in 
the Congressional Record likening Ms. 
Fonda’s broadcasts to those made by 
Tokyo Rose and Lord Haw Haw. Such an 
imputation of treason and Communist 
affiliation does constitute a personal at¬ 
tack. See WIYN Radio. Inc., 53 FCC 2d 
428, 33 RR 2d 849 <1975)“ Nevertheless, 
movant has failed to allege the most im¬ 
portant element of a personal attack rule 
violation, i.e., that Ms. Fonda end Mr. 
Dellinger were not notified pursuant to 
§ 73.123 of the Rules. See WIYN Radio, 
Inc., supra, 53 FCC 2d at 433-34, 33 RR 
2d at 855. J * Under these circumstances, 
the addition of the requested issue is not 
warranted." 

Program-Length Commercial Issue 

17. Movant’s request for a program- 
length commercial issue is predicated on 
its allegations that three programs 
broadcast by Station WHAM should have 
been considered program-length com¬ 
mercials. ABC refers first to a March 17, 
1973 Green Thumb program on which, it 
asserts, 41 percent of the 15-minute pro¬ 
gram content was comprised of commer¬ 
cials or in-program advertising for the 
sponsors, Rapid-Gro and Harris Seeds. 9 * 
In support of its assertion, ABC attaches 
a summary of a tape recording of the 
March 17, 1973 program made by David 
Honig. Next, ABC asserts that one and 
one-half hour long program-length com¬ 
mercials were broadcast on WHAM’s 
Opinion program on two occasions. On 
November 8, 1972, claims ABC, an as¬ 
trologer, Mr. Jack Gillen of Zodiac In¬ 
ternational, appeared on Opinion, and 


»The Broad Is of the view, however, that 
the remarks on the WHAM editorial of March 
30. 1973, that "Jane Fonda and David Del¬ 
linger .. . are now shown to have been dupes 
of the Communists" does not constitute a 
personal attack, nor does Mr Hasbrouck’s as¬ 
sertion on the January 4, 1972, Opinion pro¬ 
gram that Jane Fonda and Joan Baez were 
"Jutt no good" or his question to the woman 
caller on October 30, 1972, as to whether she 
wanted a Communist nation. The Commis¬ 
sion has consistently declared that the opara- 
tion of the rule Is predicated upon an attack 
on those personal qualities bearing on the 
moral rectitude or personal integrity of the 
named Individual or group. See Thaddeus L. 
Kowalski, Esq., 46 FCC 2d 124, 29 HR 2d 1355 
(1974). 

*• Furthermore, It la unclear from the 
pleadings and not specifically alleged that 
the attack actually occurred during the dis¬ 
cussion of a controversial Issue of public 
Importance. 

**The Board notes, however, that Insofar 
as the various Incidents cited by ABC re¬ 
late to the responsiveness of WHAM’s pub¬ 
lic affairs programming to the problems, 
needs and interests of the community, they 
may be explored under designated Issue 3. 

“The Green Thumb program series con¬ 
sists of advice on horticultural matters by 
George "Doc" Abraham and Katie, local 
garden experts. 


used the entire time to advertise Zodiac’s 
“service” which involved sending him 
three questions and $12.00 to receive as¬ 
trological opinions. On November 29. 
1974, according to ABC, a representative 
for "Uniroyal Toys” appeared on Opin¬ 
ion and used the entire program to pro¬ 
mote the sale of toys. 

18. In opposition, Rust asserts that it is 
impossible to judge from the summary of 
the tape recording submitted by ABC 
whether or not segments of the Green 
Thumb program which ABC identifies as 
“discussion with plug for Harris Seeds” 
or “letter from audience, with plug for 
Rapid-Gro” were entirely commercial.** 
While conceding that it appears from 
the material filed by ABC that the Abra¬ 
hams may have mentioned rroducts of 
the program’s sponsors at times other 
than the normal (and logged) commer¬ 
cial announcements, Rust argues that 
even if this one 15-minute program were 
a program-length commercial, the mat¬ 
ter would not be of sufficient decisional 
significance to warrant evidentiary in¬ 
quiry. Moreover, Rust asserts, submitting 
in support the August 21, 1975, affidavit 
of Robert Luther, that the station has 
instructed the Abrahams that the spon¬ 
sors’ products should not be mentioned 
during discussions or agricultural Prob¬ 
lems and that the sole references to the 
sponsor are to occur only during specific 
commercial segments. Rust further pro¬ 
fesses that Mr. Hasbrouck invited Mr. 
Jack Gillen, the astrologer, to appear on 
the November 8. 1972 Opinion program 
solely because of his entertainment value, 
and that the station was embarrassed by 
Mr. Gillen’s use of the opportunity to ad¬ 
vertise himself. A public apology to the 
audience for the incident was made, 
states Rust, in the context of an editorial 
broadcast November 13, 1972. Finally. 
Rust contends that no representative of 
Uniroval Toys appeared on the Novem¬ 
ber 29. 1974 Opinion program. Rather 
avers Mr. Luther in his affidavit, on that 
date a local buyer for a department store 
appeared on the program to advertise a 
toy campaign on behalf of UNICEF, and 
the station received no money or other 
consideration for his appearance. The 
Broadcast Bureau also opposes addition 
of the requested issue. 

19. The Board will not add a program- 
length commercial issue. Movant’s as¬ 
sertions concerning the two Opinion pro¬ 
grams are clearly insufficient to justify 
addiiton of the issue. See § 1.229(c) of 
the Commission’s Rules. In any event, 
we have previously stated that “an es¬ 
sential element of a program-length 
commercial is sponsorship, in some form, 
of the program by the party whose busi¬ 
ness or activity is being advertised,” Key 
Broadcasting Corporation, 46 FCC 2d 
1156, 30 RR 2d 416 (1974), and movant 
has failed to show such sponsorship. 

20. As to the March 17, 1973 Green 
Thumb program, we agree with the Bu¬ 
reau that ABC’s supporting documenta- 


* Rust states that the station does not have 
a tape of the program because it normally 
does not retain tapes beyond a ten-day pe¬ 
riod, absent a specific reason therefor. 


tion is inadequate. Although ABC con¬ 
tends that Mr. Honig made a tape record¬ 
ing of the Green Thumb program, it sub¬ 
mits only a general summary of the 
tape.** Without a more specie transcript 
of the program, it is impossible to deter¬ 
mine whether ABC’s allegations meet 
the test set forth by the Commission for 
determining when a program constitutes 
a program-length commercial, namely, 
“whether the purportedly non-commer¬ 
cial segment is so interwoven with, and 
In essence auxiliary to, the sponsor’s ad¬ 
vertising to the point that the entire 
program constitutes a single commercial 
promotion for the sponsor’s products or 
services.” Program-Length Commercials, 
44 FCC 2d 985, 986, 29 RR 2d 469. 471 
(1974). The Commission has further em¬ 
phasized that this test will be strictly 
construed and the determination that a 
program is entirely commercial will be 
reached only when the facts clearly jus¬ 
tify that conclusion. Program-Length 
Commercials, su^ra. ABC argues that the 
Green Thumb program is similar to the 
Ask the Authority program in New 
'SSouth Radio, Inc.. 54 FCC 2d 337, — RR 
2d — (1975), which the Commission 
characterized as being “designed, argu¬ 
ably, to promote the sale of Spiller prod¬ 
ucts and services.” In the New South 
Radio case, however, where the Com¬ 
mission designated a program-length 
commercial Issue as to the Ask the Au¬ 
thority program, a transcrint of the pro¬ 
gram was submitted, and the Commis¬ 
sion noted that from the information 
presented, it could reasonably be assumed 
that the February 7. 1973 transcript was 
an accurate representation of a tvpical 
Ask the Authority program.® In the in¬ 
stant proceeding, ABC hac not submitted 
a transcript and the March 17, 1973, 
Green Thumb program hos not been 
shown to be other than an isolated in¬ 
stance of inconsiderable overlao between 
program content and commercial matter. 
In view of these facts, plus Rust’s declar¬ 
ation that Station WHAM has cautioned 
the program's hosts to avoid any com¬ 
mercial announcements at oth r r than 
pror>erly scheduled times, the Board Is 
satisfied that a program-length commer¬ 
cial Issue is not warranted. 

Overcommercialization Issue 

21. In support of its charge that Sta¬ 
tion WHAM’s 1975 renewal application 
supplement misrepresented the station’s 
commercial programing by understating 
the amount of hours with greater than 
18 commercial minutes. ABC submits an 
analysis of several of WHAM’s 1974 com¬ 
posite week logs, using six methods to 
compute the total commercial minutes. 
Pointing to the fact that WHAM’s sup¬ 
plement cited only one instance in the 
composite week in which commercials 


*' ABC’s responsive pleading does not ad¬ 
dress the program-length commercial Issue. 

« Additionally, the host of the Ask the Au¬ 
thority program was the owner and operator 
of Spiller Field and Garden Shop. Tha Abra¬ 
hams have not been shown to be represent¬ 
atives of the sponsors of the Green Thumb 
program. 
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exceeded 18 minutes per hour, ABC con¬ 
tends that WHAM apparently reached 
this result by counting programs logged 
“commercial announcements” (CA) only 
(Method A) (any advertising message 
other than that of a program sponsor 
for which a charge is made or other con¬ 
sideration given), while its logs often 
indicate commercials as “CA” along with 
the same sponsors for the same continu¬ 
ing program listed as “commercial con¬ 
tinuity” (CC) (Method B) (the adver¬ 
tising message of a program sponsor). 
ABC notes that when the CC totals are 
substituted for the CA totals, the results 
show four hours with more than 18 min¬ 
utes of commercials each, or if all CC 
and CA time is totalled, a result of 17 
overcommercialized hours is reached 
(Method E). Furthermore, ABC contends 
that WHAM did not count station pro¬ 
mos and sets forth three sets of figures 
combining the other methods plus pro¬ 
motional material (Methods C. D and 
F). 

22. Both Rust and the Broadcast Bu¬ 
reau oppose addition of the requested 
issue. Rust disputes ABC’s interpreta¬ 
tion of the log notations, asserting that 
the designation CC was only used in con¬ 
nection with certain types of programs 
which had billboards and for religious 
programs which had no specifically iden¬ 
tifiable commercial matter. Where the 
designation CC was used, explains Rust, 
the total included identifiable and logged 
commercial announcements (CA) and 
opening and closing billboards which 
were not always logged separately. 
Therefore, according to Rust, the amount 
of time specified as CA can never be 
added to the time specified as CC for 
the same program; instead, the former is 
always included in the latter figure. 
While Rust argues that ABC’s Method 
A was the correct method of calculating 
commercial matter, it adds that even if 
Method B were used, the result would be 
that only four hours during the com¬ 
posite week exceeded 18 minutes of com¬ 
mercial matter. Rust and the Broadcast 
Bureau both point out that ABC’s Meth¬ 
ods, C, D, and F of computing commer¬ 
cial matter from the logs must be re¬ 
jected because § 73.112, note 3, of the 
Commission’s Rules specifically provides 
that promotional announcements are not 
included as commercial matter unless 
consideration is received or the name of 
the program sponsor (where it is not an 
Integral part of the program’s title) is 
mentioned. The Bureau also comments 
that although there appears to be some 
confusion in the logging practices used 
by Station WHAM, the magnitude of the 
discrepancy Indicated does not warrant 
addition of a misrepresentation or over- 
commercialization issue. 

23. The Board will deny the requested 
Issue. We note that § 73.112 specifies that 
logging entries show the total duration of 
commercial matter in each hourly time 
segment and further defines commercial 
matter as including commercial conti¬ 
nuity (the advertising message of a pro¬ 
gram sponsor) and commercial an¬ 
nouncements (any other advertising 


message for which a charge is made, or 
other consideration is received). It ap¬ 
pears that Station WHAM is confused 
over proper logging procedures in that 
it has set forth figures for both commer¬ 
cial announcements and commercial con¬ 
tinuity but contends that CC includes 
CA. Nevertheless, whether Method A or 
Method B is the correct computation for 
the amount of commercial matter on 
WHAM’s programing, the amount of 
WHAM’s commercial overages during the 
composite week (either one hour or four 
hours of its total broadcast time) are de 
minimis and do not warrant further in¬ 
quiry. See Chicago Federation of Labor 
and Industrial Union Council, 38 FCC 2d 
417. 25 RR 2d 1147 (1972); Time-Life 
Broadcast, Inc., 33 FCC 2d 1065, 23 RR 
2d 1129 (1972). 

Ineptness Issue 

24. ABC’s final request is for the addi¬ 
tion of an issue to determine whether 
Rust has exercised sufficient manage¬ 
ment control over its operations at Sta¬ 
tion WHAM to insure that station rules 
and policy are effectively carried out. 
Movant predicates its request on several 
of its allegations underlying the Com¬ 
mission’s designation Order (Rust’s un¬ 
reported discontinuance of the Opinion 
program for two years, its failure to sub¬ 
mit sufficient demographic data, and its 
long delay in acting on the employment 
application of a minority applicant) and 
on the arguments it has advanced in sup¬ 
port of the requested EEO issue, § 1.526 
issue, fairness doctrine/personal attack/ 
political broadcasting issue, program- 
length commercial issue and overcom¬ 
mercialization issue. Rust’s record, as¬ 
serts ABC, “could only have come about 
through utter incompetence, knowing 
and purposeful management participa¬ 
tion. or some aspects of either or 
both 

25. The Board will deny ABC’s re¬ 
quest. In our view, the issues previously 
designated by the Commission provide 
ample opportunity for examination of 
any conduct on the part of Rust which 
might reflect upon its qualifications to 
be or remain a Commission licensee. 
Moreover, we have already considered 
and rejected ABC’s arguments and al¬ 
legations supporting its instant request 
for issues and we find no grounds for 
further inquiry based on a collective con¬ 
sideration of the allegations. As we have 
repeatedly held, an ineptness or reli¬ 
ability issue will be added “only where 
an applicant’s conduct has concerned 
relevant matters of major significance, 
and where the conduct has disclosed a 
pattern of carelessness and inadvert¬ 
ence.” Perdido Broadcasting Company, 
FCC 75R-428, released November 18. 
1975; Edward O. Atsinger, HI, 29 FCC 2d 
443, 21 RR 2d 1039 (1971). ABC has failed 
to demonstrate such conduct on the part 
of Rust; its requested issue will, there¬ 
fore, be denied. 

26. Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
motion to enlarge issues, filed June 11, 
1975, by Action for a Better Community, 


is granted to the extent indicated below 
and is denied in all other respects; 

27. It is further ordered. That Issue 
(3) of the Commission’s Memorandum 
Opinion and Order, FCC 75-537, 40 FR 
22882, published May 27,1975, is modified 
to read as follows: 

(3) To determine whether Rust Communi¬ 
cations Group, Inc.*8 non-entertainment pro¬ 
graming <l.e„ News. Public Affairs and 
Other) of Stations WHAM and WHFM(FM) 
was reasonably responsive to the community 
problems, needs and Interests. 

Adopted: January 21. 1976. 

Released: January 27, 1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission,* 2 

f seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary, 

[FR Doc.76-3777 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. 20689: FCC 76-42) 

TRIAD BROADCASTING COMPANY, INC. 

Order Designating Application for Hearing 
on Stated Issues; Apparent Liability 

In regard to application of: Triad 
Broadcasting Company, Inc. (WSEZ- 
FM>, Winston-Salem, North Carolina. 
Docket No. 20689, File No. BRH-375, for 
renewal of license. 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the captioned application 
and its inquiries into the operation by 
Triad Broadcasting Company. Inc., of 
Station WSEZ-FM, Winston-Salem, 
North Carolina. 

2. Information before the Commis¬ 
sion raises serious question as to whether 
the captioned applicant possesses the 
qualifications to be or to remain a li¬ 
censee of the captioned station. In view 
of these questions, the Commission is 
unable to find that a grant of the re¬ 
newal application would serve the public 
interest, convenience and necessity, and 
must, therefore, designate the applica¬ 
tion for hearing. 

3. Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
captioned application is designated for 
hearing pursuant to Section 309(e) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, at a time and place specified 
in a subsequent Order, upon the follow¬ 
ing issues: 

(a) To determine whether, and if so 
the extent to which, the licensee en¬ 
gaged in fraudulent billing practices or 
failed to exercise reasonable diligence to 
see that its agents and/or employees did 
not engage in fraudulent billing practices 
in the operation of Station WSEZ-FM 
in violation of § 73.1205 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules; 

(b) To determine whether, and if so 
the extent to which, the licensee made 
misrepresentations to the Commission; 
and 

(c) To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced under the preceding issue, 
whether the applicant possesses the req- 


m Board member Oblbaum absent. 
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ulsite qualifications to be or to remain a 
licensee of the Commission, and whether 
a grant of the captioned application 
would serve the public interest, conveni¬ 
ence, and necessity. 

4. It is further ordered , That the Chief, 
Broadcast Bureau, is directed to serve 
upon the captioned applicant within 
thirty (30) days of the release of this or¬ 
der, a Bill of Particulars with respect to 
Issues (a) and (b). 

5. It is further ordered. That if it is 
determined that the hearing record does 
not warrant an order denying the cap¬ 
tioned application for renewal of license 
for Station WSEZ-FM it shall also be de¬ 
termined whether the applicant has will¬ 
fully or repeatedly violated 8 73.1205 of 
the Commission's Rules. 1 If so, it shall 
also be determined whether an Order of 
Forfeiture pursuant to § 503(b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934. as 
amended, in the amount of $10,000 or 
some lesser amount, should be issued for 
violations which occurred within one 
year preceding the issuance of the Bill 
of Particulars in this matter. 

6. It is further ordered, That this doc¬ 
ument constitutes a Notice of Apparent 
Liability for forfeiture for violation of 
§ 73.1205 of the Commission’s rules. The 
Commission has determined that, in ev¬ 
ery case designated for hearing involv¬ 
ing revocation or denial of renewal of 
license for alleged violations which also 
come within the purview of section 503 
(b) of the Act, it shall, as a m ‘W of 
course, include this forfeiture notice so 
as to maintain the fullest possible flexi¬ 
bility of action. Since the procure is 
thus a routine or standard one, v '•tress 
that inclusion of this Notice is not to be 
taken as in any way indicating what the 
initial or final disposition of the case 
should be; that judgment is. of course, to 
be made on the facts of each case. 

7. It is further ordered. That the 
Broadcast Bureau proceed with the in¬ 
itial presentation of the evidfi with 
respect to Issue (a) and (b) and the ap¬ 
plicant then proceed with its evidence 
and have the burden of establishing that 
it possesses the requisite qualifications to 
be a licensee of the Commission and that 
a grant of its application would serve 
the public interest, convenience and 
necessity. 

8. It is further ordered , That to avail 
itself of the opportunity to be heard, the 
applicant herein, pursuant tO'§ 1.221 of 
the Commission's rules, in person or by 
attorney, shall file with the Commission, 
within twenty (20) days of the mailing of 
this order, a written appearanc i trip¬ 
licate, stating an intention to a : pear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence on the issues sp*e f fied in 
this order. 

9 . It is further ordered. That the ap¬ 
plicant herein, pursuant to section 311 
(a)(2) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of the 
Commission’s rules, shall give notice of 


i See BUI of Particulars for specific dates 
of each alleged violation. 


the hearing within the time and in the 
manner prescribed in such rule and shall 
advise the Commission thereof as re¬ 
quired by § 1.594(g) of the rules. 

10. It is further ordered , That the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission send a copy 
of this order by Certified Mail—Return 
Receipt Requested to Triad Broadcast¬ 
ing Company, Inc., licensee of WSEZ- 
FM, Winston-Salem. North Carolina. 

Adopted: January 20, 1976. 

Released: January 29.1976. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc.76-3775 Piled 2-6-76;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

GULF/UNITED KINGDOM FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commis r ion for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Intere- f ed parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana. San 
Francisco, California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments. including requests for hearing, 
mav be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission. Washington, 
D.C., 20573, on or before March 1, 1976. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
stateme t describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with partic¬ 
ularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such- violation or detriment 
to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement also be 
forwarded to the party filing the agree¬ 
ment (as indicated hereinafter) and the 
statement should indicate that this has 
been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed by: 

Howard A. Levy. Esquire, Suit* 727, 17 Bat¬ 
tery Place. New York, New York 10004 

Agreement No. 161-30, among the 
mejnbers of the Gulf/United Kingdom 
Freight Conference, amends the basic 
agreement to increase the financial secu¬ 
rity required to be posted by Conference 
members from $10,000 to $25,000. 


By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: February 3, 1976. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-3002 Piled 2-8 76;8:45 am| 


LYKES BROS. STEAMSHIP CO., INC. AND 
PRUDENTIAL LINES, INC. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act. 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street. N.W., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco. California and Old San Juan. 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including reouests for hearing, 
mav be submitted to the Secretary. Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D C., 20573, on or before March 1, 1976. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied bv a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio¬ 
lation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitue such violation of detri¬ 
ment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and 
the statement should indicate that this 
has been done; 

Notice of Agreement Filed by: 

R. J. Finnan, Pricing Analyst, Lykes Bros. 

Steam e hip Co., Inc., 300 Poydras Street, 

New Orleans, Louisiana 70130 

Agreement No. 10216, between the 
above parties, establishes a transship¬ 
ment arrangement which covers and is 
restricted to the transportation of gen¬ 
eral cargo under through bills of lading 
issued by the publishing carrier (Pru¬ 
dential) in the trade from Pacific Coast 
ports of the United States and Canada 
served by the publishing carrier to ports 
on the East Coast of Colombia. Panama 
and ports from Panama to the full range 
south on the West Coast of South Amer¬ 
ica. with transshipment at Buenaven¬ 
tura. Colombia; Callao, Peru, Antofa¬ 
gasta and/or Valparaiso, Chile. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: February 4, 1976. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-3803 Filed 2-6-76;8:46 ami 
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LYKES BROS. STEAMSHIP CO., INC. AND 
PRUDENTIAL LINES, INC. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act. 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana. San 
Francisco. California and Old S*n Juan. 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments. including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission. Washington, 
D.C., 20573, on or before March 1, 1976. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitute such violation or detri¬ 
ment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed by: 

R. J. Finnan.Pricing Analyst, Lykes Bros. 

Steamship Co., Inc., 300 Poydras Street, 

New Orleans. Louisiana 70130 

Agreement No. 10215, between the 
above parties, establishes a transship¬ 
ment arrangement which covers and is 
restricted to the transportation of gen¬ 
eral cargo under through bills of lading 
issued by the publishing carrier (Pruden¬ 
tial) in the trade from United States 
Atlantic ports served by the publishing 
carrier to the full range south on the 
West Coast of South America served by 
the connecting carrier (Lykes) with 
transshipment at Buenaventura, Colum¬ 
bia; Callao. Peru; Antofagasta and/or 
Valparaiso, Chile. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: February 4.1976. 

Francis C. Hurney. 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.76-3801 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


NORTH ATLANTIC WESTBOUND 
FREIGHT CONFERENCE 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 


Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street. N.W., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
Yqrk, N.Y., New Orleans. Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, on or before March 1, 1976. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vi¬ 
olation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances 
said to constitute such violation or det¬ 
riment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and 
the statement should indicate that this 
has been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed by: 

Howard A. Levy. Esquire, Suite 727. 17 Bat¬ 
tery Place. New York. New York 10004 

Agreement No. 5850-30, among the 
members of the above-named Associa¬ 
tion, amends the basic agreement to ex¬ 
tend its authority with respect to “non- 
coastal” ports situated on inland water¬ 
ways in the U.S. South Atlantic range 
for an additional one-year period 
through March 31, 1977. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: February 4, 1976. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[Fit Doc.76-8800 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am) 


PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 
Systems of Records; Proposed Routine Use 
Pursuant to the Privacy Act of 1974 
(P.L. 93-579, 5 U.S.C. 552a(e) (4) and 
(11), the Federal Maritime Commission 
proposes to amend all of its notices of 
systems of records originally published 
in the Federal Register at 40 FR 36287 
and 46289, by adding the following new 
routine use to each system to allow for 
disclosure to Congressional offices in re¬ 
sponse to requests made on behalf of 
constituents: 

Disclosure may be made from the record of 
an Individual maintained by the Commis¬ 


sion in response to a signed written request 
by a member of Congress which states that 
the Inquiry Is at the request of the individ¬ 
ual to whom the record pertains. The Con¬ 
gressional request should be accompanied 
by the signed written request of the Individ¬ 
ual designating the member of Congress to 
make such a request on his behalf. If avail¬ 
able. 

Interested parties may participate in 
this proceeding by filing with the Sec¬ 
retary, Federal Maritime Commission, 
1100 L St.. N.W., Washington, D.C. 20573 
within 30 days of the date a publication 
in the Federal Register, an original and 
15 copies of their views and comments 
pertaining to the new routine use. All 
suggestions for changes in the text 
should be accompanied by drafts of the 
language thought necessary to accom¬ 
plish the desired changes and by sup¬ 
porting statements and arguments. 

By the Commission February 3, 1976. 

Francis C. Hurney. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76~3816 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 tan] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 0-294] 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO. 

Notice of Redesignation 

January 29, 1976. 

On November 18, 1975, Colorado In¬ 
terstate Gas Company notified the Com¬ 
mission of its corporate name change 
from the former Colorado Interstate 
Gas Company, a division of Colorado 
Interstate Corporation effective Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1976. Pursuant to a resolution of 
the Board of Directors of Colorado In¬ 
terstate Corporation (Colorado Inter¬ 
state), the pipeline operations of the di¬ 
vision known as Colorado Interstate Gas 
Company, a division of Colorado Inter¬ 
state Corporation, were abolished and its 
operations taken over by Colorado In¬ 
terstate. Also pursuant to such resolu¬ 
tion. Colorado Interstate filed a self-ex¬ 
ecuting amendment to its corporate 
charter which changes its name from 
Colorado Interstate Corporation to Colo¬ 
rado Interstate Gas Company. Both of 
these changes are effective as of Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1976. 

Notice is hereby given that the dock¬ 
ets listed in the appendix hereto, in 
which Colorado Interstate Gas Com¬ 
pany, a division of Colorado Interstate 
Corporation, has been issued temporary 
and/or permanent certificate authoriza¬ 
tion and in which certificate applications 
and rate proceedings are pending are re¬ 
designated in the name of Colorado In¬ 
terstate Gas Company. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 
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5- 7-71 0*75-347.... 

5-19-71 CP76-34. 

8-30-71 <;P76-04. 

11- 24-72 0*76-65... 

10- 4-71 CP76-73_ 

11- 18-71 UP75-88-. - 

8-11-72 141*75-85... 
1-24-72'K 1*75-86_ 

IRP75-U2-- 


3-11-72 
10- 2-72 
10-25-72 
6- 1-72 
12-27-72 
12- 4-72 

3- 30-73 
8- 6-73 
1 30-74 
8-27-74 

4- 16-73 

3- 9-73 
6-19-73 

1- 7-74 
8-29-78 
6-19-73 

12- 4-74 
6-19-73 
Pending 
Pending 
6-10-74 
12-11-73 

5- 20-74 
Pending 

6- 10-74 

2- 20-74 

4- 19-74 

8- 9-74 

5- 13-74 

10- 8-75 

3- 11-75 
5- 1-75 
1-20-75 

9- 5-75 

11- 26-74 
Pending 
Pending 

7- 18-75 
4 7-75 

Pending 
3-10-75 
1-30-75 
10- 1-75 

Pi . i 4 11 I, 


Pending 
10 - 1-75 
Pending 
Pending 
Pending 
Pending 
10-22-75 
Pending 
Pending 
Pending 
Pending 
Pending 
Pending 
Pending 


|PR Doc.76-3566 Piled 2-6-76:8:46 am] 


l Docket No. RP75-68] 

MID-LOUISIANA GAS CO. 

Order Accepting Settlement and 
Terminating Proceeding 

January 30, 1976. 

The Commission has before it a stipu¬ 
lation and agreement which, if accepted 
by the Commission, would constitute a 
settlement of all the issues extant In this 
rate proceeding which began when Mid- 
Louisiana Gas Company (Mid Lou¬ 
isiana) submitted a general rate in¬ 
crease filing on February 26, 1975. By or¬ 
der of April 11. 1975, the Commission, 
inter alia, accepted the filing, suspended 
its effectiveness for one day, and set the 
matter for hearing. Mid-Louisiana filed 
its direct and rebuttal testimony on May 
6. 1975, and September 9, 1975, respec¬ 
tively. Staff’s evidence was filed on Au¬ 
gust 12, 1975. 

At an informal conference held on 
September 18 and 19, 1975 a tentative 
settlement was reached by Staff and 
Mid-Louisiana. A hearing was convened 
on September 23, 1975, and then imme¬ 
diately recessed pending Commission ac¬ 
tion on a Staff motion of September 21, 


1975, for indefinite deferral of procedural 
dates. A notice of that deferral was is¬ 
sued oft October 1, 1975. 

On November 12, 1975, Mid-Louisiana 
submitted the formal settlement agree¬ 
ment and a motion requesting certifica¬ 
tion to the Commission. Presiding Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge Wagner certified 
the stipulation and agreement to the 
Commission on November 25, 1975. No¬ 
tice was issued on November 28. 1975. 
Only Staff filed comments to this stipu¬ 
lation and agreement, and it fully 
supported the settlement. The only 
intervenor in this proceeding, Missis¬ 
sippi Valley Gas Company, chose to nei¬ 
ther attend the settlement conference 
nor comment on the settlement. 

The settlement agreement results in a 
jurisdictional cost of service of $9,457,- 
991, or $251,971 more than proposed by 
Staff in their prepared testimony, but 
$228,049 less than originally proposed by 
Mid Louisiana in their February 26, 1975, 
filinig. The settlement cost of service ap¬ 
pears in Appendix A of the stipulation 
and agreement which is attached hereto. 

In particular the settlement agreement 
herein contains the following provisions: 

ARTICLE i 

Hie settlement cost of service is $13.- 
280,527 and a jurisdictional cost of serv¬ 
ice is $9,457,991. 

ARTICLE II 

Mid Louisiana is to refund, within ten 
days after the date the Commission ap¬ 
proves this Stipulation and Agreement, 
to its jurisdictional customers the dif¬ 
ference between the amounts actually 
collected and the rates derived by using 
the above cost of service plus adjustments 
for purchased gas, advance payments 
and transportation costs tracking as pro¬ 
vided therein. 

article m 

The issues concerning Mid Louisiana’s 
PGA adjustments for collections of small 
producer and emergency purchases in 
excess of the rate levels established in 
Opinion No. 699-H and the base ceiling 
rate applicable to the gas purchased from 
Helmet Petroleum, a small producer, un¬ 
der a contract dated prior to January 1, 
1973, are reserved for determination in 
Docket No. RP73-43. 

ARTICLE IV 

The rates charged jurisdictional cus¬ 
tomers will be increased by .54 cents per 
Mcf to recover the costs of an advance 
payment made to Mobil Oil Corporation 
of $1,200,000, beginning on July 1, 1975. 
In addition future decreases or increases 
in jurisdictional rates will reflect the cost 
of additional outstanding advance pay¬ 
ments made by Mid Louisiana after 
October 1, 1975, for the purpose of secu¬ 
ring gas purchases and the advance pay¬ 
ment costs shall be given rate base treat¬ 
ment and the rate used shall be 11.59%. 

article v 

Decreases or increases in jurisdictional 
rates will reflect changes in the annual 
cost of transportation of gas by others 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 













































































5672 


NOTICES 


from offshore production areas In the 
Gulf of Mexico to the transmission sys¬ 
tem of Mid Louisiana. 

ARTICLE VI 

Procedures for tracking changes in 
rates due to advance payments and 
transportation cost are established; such 
changes will be filed with the Commis¬ 
sion in a form acceptable to the Com¬ 
mission. 


ARTICLE VII 

Mid Louisiana will file a report, ac¬ 
ceptable to the Commission, setting forth 
in full detail the data and computations 
supporting the distribution of the refunds 
covered by such report. 

article vra 

The settlement agreement will become 
effective upon final Commission approval 
and will be terminated when Mid Loui¬ 
siana’s rates established under this agree¬ 
ment are superseded by effective rates 
In a subsequent Section 4 filing. Ter¬ 
mination will not affect the disposition 
of reserved issues as specified therein. 

article ix 

None of the provisions of the agree¬ 
ment will become effective unless all of 
its terms and conditions are accepted 
and approved by the Commission and no 
longer subject to judicial review. Mid 
Louisiana requests waiver and special 
permission with respect to the require¬ 
ments of the Commission’s Regulations 
to the extent necessary to effectuate all 
the provisions hereof. Within 30 days 
after the agreement becomes effective. 
Mid Louisiana will file revised tariff 
sheets reflecting the settlement total rate 
of $.61 per Mcf, which includes the cur¬ 
rent effective purchase gas cost adjust¬ 
ments and the cost of the advance pay¬ 
ment to Mobil as set out in Appendix A, 
page 4 of the agreement. 

article x 

This agreement represents a dollar 
compromise, and no party waives any 
claim or right which it may otherwise 
have with respect to any matters not 
expressly provided for herein. 

The settlement cost of service was 
classified using the United method, 
wherein 25 percent of the fixed costs 
were assigned to demand and 75 per¬ 
cent to commodity as recommended by 
Staff in its direct presentation. 

We have reviewed Mid-Louisiana’s 
settlement agreement, and we find that 
it constitutes a just and reasonable reso¬ 
lution of all issues in this proceeding. As 
Article X makes clear, the rate level 
reached in this settlement does not pur¬ 
port to show the intermediate steps or 
principles of ratemaking. We find that 
no further purpose will be served by 


ordering this matter to proceed to hear¬ 
ing or in otherwise holding this pro¬ 
ceeding open, and accordingly, we shall 
direct that this proceeding be terminated 
forthwith. 

The Commission further finds: 

(1) It is desirable and in the public 
interest that the agreement and stipula¬ 
tion which Mid-Louisiana submitted on 
November 12, 1975, be approved as a 
just and reasonable resolution of all 
issues presented in this docket. 

(2) Good cause exists for the Commis¬ 
sion to waive the notice requirements 
contained in the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act in order that the rate 


changes required to be filed by this set¬ 
tlement agreement will become effective 
in accordance with the terms of the 
agreement. 

The Commission orders: 

Tho stipulation and agreement sub¬ 
mitted by Mid-Louisiana on November 
12, 1975, incorporated herein by refer¬ 
ence, is approved and made effective in 
accordance with its terms, and the pro¬ 
ceeding is hereby terminated. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, m 

Secretary. 

/• 

7»ppendix A 

Pago 1 


HID LOUISIANA GAS COMPANY # 
Derivation of Settlement Hates 
Docket No. RP75-68 


ate Schedules 
~1, SC—1 and T-l 

Gas Cost 
Other Cost 

Total 


Sales 

Volume 

(MCF Q 15.025# ) 


17,885,000 

17,885,000 

17,885,000 


Cost 


$5,445,860 (1) 
4,012,131 (3) 

$9,J57,991 (2) 


Settlement 
Rates 
Per MCF 


30.45$ 
22.43 


52.89* (4) 


pte Schedule F-l 

Cost Other Than Gas 
Current Unit Cost of 
Gas Fror.\ United 

Total 


22.43* 


65,48 _ (5) 

87.91ft (C) 


1) From Appendix A Page 2 

2) From Appendix A page 3 

^ * * 

3) Total Cost ($9,457,991) less gas cost ($5,445»B60) 

A) Base Rate excluding surcharge. 

5) .United Gas' Pipe Line'Cotnpany PL-N 100^ Load Factor Rato Effective! 
* July 2, 1975 in Docket Wo. RP72-133. 

(65.37* 0 14.73 psia, 65.48* Q 15.025 psia) 

6) To be effective on date of ..Commission Order approving Settlement 
in Docket Wo. RP75-68*. 
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sco tjwtsim os eenuir 

©Deputation cf Settterrene 03 Coltl 
Socket So. A275-60 


Vcl'-head and rlold tin* 

Kollhead Purchase* lAeet. 800) 

Tieid tine Prcchase* (Acer. 00l| 

Total 

fWSfilteies tiro 

Transricalon Lire Purchases' (Acct. 803) 
f.' c r j ;o (ACCC. 803) 

Store?* Injection.* (Accc. 609) 

Set CKCh&r.QO CSC (Acct. 8C6) 

Total 

Total Cat Cc*t« 

> 

• Curiadlctlor.al Percent 


Schedule Peferenee 

Voljre Araunc 

Volar* 

*c? 0 15.C259 

Cat Cnttt 

Amount 

fee 

Kef 

Total Salet 

Volume 

Vcf 0 15.0251 

Col. 1 

4 Col. 4 



nj 


Ol 

44) 

ID 

SC-1Bch.7 

ID 

7,794,003 

91,453.972 

37.406 



«0-lSch.7 

SOlScb. 7 

0,493,700 

7.COO.5*9 

31.06 





9.779,700 

?.530.969 

38.03 

33,770,172 

36.01% 

*0-1Sch.7 

SC-1 S<2». 7 

P.037,CO7 

4.703.273 

39.70 



»-S fxj. 10 

V-3 pg. 3 

2.074.14* 

1.45-;.6^9 

53.39 



X-5 P9. 10 

*-3 pg. 3 

(2,C3*,144) 

(1.969,324) 

68.78 



JH5 pg. 10 

X-S pg. 7 

(9..v,g> 

17.330) 

" 





*.«!?.631 

4,?-6.501 

53.86 

33,770.172 

3i.m 


17, r-?. 331 7.T47.C6L 


69.40% 


Onit 

Cost cf Cot 
Col. 1 * Cel. 5 

V - “Toj- 


13.708 


16.75 

3C.434 


Jurisdictional Cot Coot* 


SS.«5.e<0 


ID Hsllhtsd Purchases 

Exhibit sc-1 Schedule Xo. 7 
lt:» TroasOcoon CJclnct Petroleum) 
Aid rraruCccun (Scttitnent 2otle) 


7olm ** * 

3.794.COO 
(711,OCO) 
711.000 

2,796,000 


A-.cunt 


81.79?,475 
(231,00) 
;o6.r:7 

^1.653,972 


TerVcf 


59.92$ 

33.55 

61.7C19- 

S2.49C 


• 3)090 *»t* <130% of 27.oe) 35.10006 
Adi TW AdJwstrcr.C 4.112S 

loss Cathcrinj Adjustment (.5100) 

38.7025 

Add tv- Adjustment 

<1133 * 3C53 or 1.07905) 3.0594, 

41.76190 


Appendix A 
Pa<jc 2 


KID LOUISIANA Cr.S CCS CAW 

Settlement Coat ©f Service and Allocation Appendix A 

■*<*« X.. MM pi>ge 3 



Total 

Coat of 

Production 

Catherine 


Storag# 

Transmission 


Service 

Comod&ty 

Crew; tty , 


DLT.it r.O 

Otrmodlty 

Dc-arxJ 

C-rrsrrdlty 

Cther Cat Supply Expense* 

Purchased Cas Costs 

Ccrprcstion Sta. Pucl - Credit 

Cat Used Tor Other Operation* - Credit 
£ tor a vo Injection 

Storage Withdrawal 

Hot Exchango 

Purchaect Expenses 

Total Cthcr Expenses 

68.318,$36 
<136,681) 

, C4.CC?) 

<1,949,324) 
1,484.80 
(7,300) 
5.794 

83,219,936 
(1JC.C01) 
(4,663) 
<?.,94?,324) 
1,4*4.C49 
(7,3iO) 
3,774 

8 

9 

• 

f 

9 

9 

7,711,511 

'‘7,711,511 

- 



• 

** 

• 

Operations expenses 

Supervision t Engineering 

Cos Well Royalties 

Compressor Jca. Labor 

Compressor Sta*. Supplies 6 Expcnoes 

Compressor Ssa. reel 

Other Paci. 6 rover ror Cerpresrer Sta, 
Trat.srisxion 6 Cerpressiou Sy Others 

T.cr.ta 

All Ct-hers 

Total Operations 

101,369 

12,265 

210,933 

66,222 

13c.o:9 

23.755 

708.261 

22,253 

616.323 

14.550 

12,265 

54.27$ 

14,550 

108,277 


5,514 

*23 

2.633 

7.25S 

18,000 

2,469 

7,837 

23,942 

7,956 

21,796 

10.869 

18,910 

744.COO 
<12 

106.180 

37,077 

116,731 
56.285 
110.977 ' 
23.755 
43,661 
1.237 
118.539 

1,514,316 

4)1, iVi 

’ 122,627 


16,25$ 

04,858 

900.971 

708,262 

Xair.tener.ee Expanses 

Supers lsion t Engineering 
©represser fta. Etpaip* - Labor 

Compressor sta. Eguip. - Supplies t Expense* 

All Other 

Total Xei*cer.anc© 

19.330 
71,622 
20.177 
20$.753 

T1.76C 

29.330 


2,259 

SC7 

2.970 

7,303 

2,"960 
2,062 
0.9»0 

181 

18.919 

35.764 

576 

50,736 

7.467 

107,799 


a1 * 766 

"■"'2’J.Vf9 


Cay? 

21.U15 

52.U64 

sp» 

A-i* ini ;t rot ion £ Ccneial Expenses 

Itprccittior., Depletion 6 Ar~ortU*tioi% 

Other 7«to 

Actum 2 10.72% 

2r.ccrt Tax AliO'Amce 

Cost of Scrvico Credits 

Total Settle-rant Cost of Servlet 

*33.693 
SOv.118 
503,090 
1,4)3.046 
321,531 
f269.162) 

75.296 

164.996 

169.092 

207.570 

(16.610) 

115.717 

27,S?3 

37,168 

50.044 

(342) 


13,166 
53.365 
6,147 
234,350 
69.290 
(250.COO) 

44.128 

175,156 

10.441 

703.050 

180,875 

145.993 

20.247 

73,069 

53.958 

20,098 

(2,2101 

489.310 
60.741 
219.204 
161,674 
CC,290 

13,230.527 

*,394,532 

J02.C47 


144,C48 

1,228.293 

• 1,254.987 

>. 1,865,770 

Allocation rectors 


69.40% 

69.40% 


80.94% 

75.80% 

00.94% 

69.40% 

Jurisdictional Cost of Sorviot 

*9,457,991 

*5.8?f- ,840 

f 265,161 

s 

117.240 

5 931,046 

11,022.890 

81,294,944 
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MO LOUISIAKA CAS OOJttAW 
Tabulation of Rcvlcod P.atco for Settlement Ro£Ui\df 
• Pocket 30. W75-08 


4/16/75 

5/20/75 

5/20/75 

7/1/75 

7/1/75 

6/1/75 


6/2/75 


Through 

PCA 

Through 

Ai/anco 

Through 

PCA 

P/1/7S 

PCA 

8/2/75 

5/19/75 

(1) 

6/30/75 

Payrcnt (21 

7/31/75 

(3) 

Cnly 

(4) 

Forward 


Originally Filed Rates 

Rate Schedules C-l, SC-1 and T-l 










Cas Cost 

Other Cost 

31.144 

23.01 

5.306 

36.526 

23.01 

- * 

36.524 

23.01 

(1.70)* 

34.73$ 

23.01 

1.71$ 

36.44$ 

23.01 

Total Late Rate 

54.15 

5.36 

59.5S 

«* 

59.53 

(1.79) 

57.74 

1.71 

59.45 

Surcharge 

(2.44) 

- 

(2.44) 

. 

(2.44) 

3.93 

1.49 

.07 

1.56 

Total Rate 

51.714 t 

5.394 

57.096 

- 6 

57.096 

2.146 

J59.236 

1.786^ 

^61.014^ 

Settlement Rates for Refunds 

Rato Schedules Ol. SC-1 and 1-1 






- 




Gas Cect 

Other Cost 

30.456 

22.43 

5.384 

33.334 

22. *3 

- 4 

.54 

35.83$ 

22.97 

a. 78i# 

34.05$ 

22.97 

2.39$ 

36.446 

22.97 

Total Base Rato 

52.C9 

5.38 

59.25 

.54 

50.80 

(1.70) 

57.02 

2.39 

59.41 

Surcharge 

(2.44) 

- 

(2.44> 

- 

(2.44) 

3.92 

1.48 

.11 

1.59 

Total Rate 

_50.446 

5.304 | 

55.G26 

.546 

50.366^ 

2.140 

59.506 

_2._50C_ 

61.006 


(1) Purchase Cas Adjustment filed April 2e, 1773 In Docket Vo. R773-43 (9CA75-4) approved 
J-r.t 3. 1975 to ba effective Kay 20. 1975 to coincido with increase In cost of cas 
purchased from United Cas Plpo Line Co^ar.y. 

(2) Mvar.ee Payncr.t June 30, 1975 to Mobil Oil Corporation. See Appendix A, Page S, 

(3} Purchase £js Adjustront filed Soptex.ber 8, 1975 in Dockot Vo. RP73-43 (PCA73-56) 
approved September 16, 1975 to bo effective for the one Cay .Yjeunt 1, 1975. 

Zx eludes producer ratts in excess of Opinion No. 693-lt. Settlement rato reflocte 

adjustment of Nelnet Petroleum (TransOccan) to settlement level. Appendix A 

{A) Purchase Cas Adjustment filed August 11, 1975 in Docket No. RP73-43 ;PCA?S-5G) Page 4 

approved Septtrier 16, 1975 to be effective subject to refund August 2, 1975, 

Settlement rate reflect* the effect of-including purchacca frea Nelnet Pvtroloua 
LTrar.cOrcan) in Bass Tariff Rate at settlcffont level. 


Mid Louisiana Gas Company 

ADVANCE PAYMENT TO MOBIL OIL CORPORATION 
MAIN PASS BLOCK 14 0 OFFSHORE LOUISIANA 


ESTIMATED DATE OF FULL 

deliveries Apr. 1. 1976 

Estimated reserves: 

Total field Mft 3 _ 102-120 

Mobil share (35 percent) 

Mft 3_ 30-42 

Mid Louisiana portion (60 
percent) Mft 3 _ 22-25 

DATE OF advance June 30. 1976 

Amount of advance_ $1, 200. 000 

Number of wells drilled at 

June 30, 1976_ 37 

Total cost to Mobil (Mobil let¬ 
ter dated Aug. 27, 1975. copy 

attached) —. $15. 574. 000 

Mobil Docket No. for sale to 

Mid Louisiana_ CI75-663 

Cost of advance payment to 
Mid Louisiana: 

Advance payment- $1, 200. 000 

Cost (percent)_ 11.59 

Annual Cost_ $139, 000 


Annual Sales Exhibit-(SG- 

1 Sch. 5): 

Jurisdictional _ $17. 885. 000 

Direct_ 7. 885, 172 

Total - 25,770,172 


Cost of advance payment 

(cents per Mft 3 )__ 0.64 

August 27, 1975. 

Mt> Louisiana Gas Co. 

Twenty-First Floor. Lykes Center , 300 Poy - 
dras Street, New Orleans , La. 

(Attention Mr. Carl S. Quinn) 

Mobil PPC Docket 
No. CI75-663 
Main Pass Block 140 
Offshore, Louisiana 

Gentlemen: Please refer to your letter 
dated August 14. 1975, wherein you 

requested certain Information pertaining to 
the above subject. The requested informa¬ 
tion, listed as per the attachment to your 
letter. Is as follows: 

(a) Total number of wells drilled as of 
June 30. 1975-37. Total. co3ts to Mobil— 
$15,574,000. 

(b) (c) No additional wells planned at 
this time; however, additional costs will be 
incurred in completing some of the wells 
listed under (a) above. 

(d) Mobils* costs have already exceeded 
the funds advanced. 

(e) Please refer to Mobil's letter dated 
July 22, 1975, to the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, with copy to your office, for reserve 
volumes and Mobil's definitions applicable 
.to such reserve estimates. 

(f) Mobil's working interest—35.0 percent. 

(g) Not applicable. 


(h) No data required. 

(i) No data required. 

Yours very truly, 

W. G. Christensen, 
Mobil Oil Corporation. 
[FB Doc.76-3608 FUed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


[Docket No RP75 75] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Order Accepting Settlement Agreement 

January 30, 1976. 

On December 4,1975, the Presiding Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge in this proceed¬ 
ing certified to the Commission a pro¬ 
posed settlement agreement (Agreement) 
which would resolve most of the issues 
in the case. Notice of the certification 
was issued on December 16, 1975 with 
comments on the Agreement due Janu¬ 
ary 2, 1976 and any replies to such com¬ 
ments due January 9,1976. All comments 
received favor the settlement with one 
minor exception whioh will be discussed 
later. 

The Agreement concerns a proceeding 
which began on March 14, 1975 when 
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Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Cor¬ 
poration (Transco) tendered for filing a 
general rate increase of approximately 
$39,500,000, proposed to be effective 
May 1, 1975. By order issued April 30, 
1975 the Commission suspended the in¬ 
crease until October 1, 1975. On Novem¬ 
ber 4,1975 the parties commenced settle¬ 
ment discussion pursuant to a notice of 
a settlement conference issued Octo¬ 
ber 23, 1975. 

The Agreement provides for .rates 
which will produce an $18,800,000 in¬ 
crease in jurisdictional revenues based 
upon test period data 1 subject to certain 
reserved issues. 

The reserved issues are as follows: 

(1) There is included in the cost of 
service an amount of $6,903,711 repre¬ 
senting amortization and rate base treat¬ 
ment of certain expenditures labeled 
“unsuccessful search for alternate gas 
supplies.” The validity of these expenses 
is made subject to the outcorpe of the 
litigation in Docket No. RP75-3 where 
the issue has also been raised. 2 

(2) The validity of including in rate 
base certain advance payments 3 is re¬ 
served for separate disposition pursuant 
to the provisions of Article VIII. 

(3) The validity of including in rate 
base $3,386,212 representing the un¬ 
amortized portion of certain unrecover¬ 
able advance payments is to be decided 
by the litigation in Docket No RP73-69.* * 

(4) The rate design issue will be 
decided based upon the litigation of that 
issue in Docket No. RP75-3. 

(5) The inclusion of carying charges of 
$1,140,160 under an agreement with 
Louisiana Land and Exploration Com¬ 
pany is made dependent upon Court re¬ 
view of certain Commission decisions on 
this Issue* 

(6) The validity of certain compres¬ 
sion costs in the amount of $586,263 is 


1 The settlement cost of service, capitaliza¬ 
tion. and rate of return are shown In Appen¬ 
dix A to this order. 

* An Initial decision in that proceeding has 
been issued on December 22, 1975 by the 
Presiding Administrative Law Judge. The 
case Is pending before the Commission on 
exceptions to the initial decision. 

* See Appendix B. 

♦Transco has filed a motion for rehearing 
(presently pending before the Commission) 
of our order issued December 15, 1975 deny¬ 
ing Transco *s motion to reopen the record 
following Court affirmance of our prior or¬ 
ders in that doclrct, Transcontinental Gas 
Pipe Line Corp. v. F.P.C., 618 F. 2d 459 (D.C. 
Circuit 1975). 

® The rates in the settlement use the United 
formula for allocation of fixed Co**!- '"’ee also 
footnote “2'*. 

•The Commission has granted rt.uT’s mo¬ 
tion for summary disposition of this Issue 
in an order Issued September 9. 1975. The 
Commission further denied Tr.i ap¬ 

plication for rehearing and motion for stay 
of the September 9 order in an order issued 
November 6. 1975. To allow Transco to con¬ 
tinue collecting rates which include these 
costs after our decision on this Issue is tan¬ 
tamount to granting a motion for stay of 
our decision. Accordingly, we 6hall order 
Transco to file tariff sheets which reflect the 
exclusion of these costs. 


made subject to separate disposition as 
provided in Article XI. 

Other major elements of the Agree¬ 
ment may be summarized as follows: 

(1) The settlement rates arc made sub¬ 
ject to the tracking of certain increases 
and decreases in gas costs and storage 
service by Transco’s suppliers according 
to certain specified procedures. 

(2) The Agreement contains an ad¬ 
vance payments tracker under which in¬ 
creased rates are made effective without 
suspension but subject to refund. 

(3) The Agreement contains a provi¬ 
sion of track changes in income tax 
rates. 

(4) The settlement rates are based 
upon depreciation rates approved in the 
settlements in Docket No. RP74-48 and 
RP75-3. The authority to use those rates 
ended October 1, 1975. The Agreement 
would extend Transco’s authority to use 
those rates. 

(5) The Agreement provides for the 
capitalization of costs for injected base 
gas into the Washington Storage Field, 
subject to adjustment to reflect future 
resolution of the reserved issues. 

(6) Transco agrees to withdraw its fil¬ 
ing in Docket No. RP76-33. a general 
rate increase. 7 

(7) Tr^sco agrees not to file a general 
rate in^ie'se which would become effec¬ 
tive before October 1, 1976 (assuming of 
five month suspension period). 

The one objection voiced to the Agree¬ 
ment was by Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation (Columbia). Columbia ob¬ 
jects to the tax tracker in that it pro¬ 
vides that Transco need not reflect im¬ 
mediately the effect of any tax reduction. 
Columbia further suggests a tax tracker 
of its own. Transco answers that the 
Columbia proposal is inequitable in that 
it would require immediate reduction of 
rates effective as of the date the effective 
date of a tax decrease but prospective 
with respect to any increase in taxes. 
Transco states that it would rather not 
have any tax tracking authority than the 
authority Columbia would give Transco. 
Transco further states that the tax 
tracker i~i the instant agreement is 
modeled after the one approved by the 
Commission in Texas Gas Transmission 
Corporation. Docket No. RP75-19, order 
issued October 6. 1975. 

The purpose of a tax rate tracking 
provision should be to reflect any changes 
in the tax rate applicable to the settle¬ 
ment period. Accordingly, we shall allow 
the provision to remain in the settlement 
upon condition that Transco agree to re¬ 
flect in rates either an increase or de¬ 
crease in the tax rate used in the agree¬ 
ment as of the date on which such 
changes becomes effective, but in no case 
prior to October 1,1975. the effective date 
of the settlement rates. Such treatment 
insures that rate payers shall pay rates 
which reflect no more nor no less than 


7 Transco filed October 13. 1975, a 

$61,000,000 increase which was suspended for 
five months by Commission order issued No¬ 
vember 28. 1975. to become effective May 1. 
1976. 


the tax rate which is actually in effect 
during the term of the Agreement. The 
rate payer is protected against charges 
based on tax rates higher than those in 
effect during the term of the Agreement 
while Transco is protected against in¬ 
creased tax rates not covered by its 
settlement rates. We beHeve that this 
evenhanded treatment will equitably bal¬ 
ance the interests of Transco and its 
customers. 

We note that the issue of the treat¬ 
ment to be afforded injected base gas 
into the Washington Storage Field is now 
b^ing considered by the Commission in 
Docket Nos. PP74-18 end PP75-3. We 
shall defer action on this issue until we 
decide the i*sue in those prior dockets; 
at which time as well take consistent ac¬ 
tio^ in this docket. 

We note that the Agreement does not 
explicitly state that Transco’s advance 
payments tracking authority shah termi¬ 
nate on the placing of a new general rate 
increase in effect. We shall condition ac¬ 
ceptance of the agreement to so provide. 

Our review of the proposed Agreement 
shows it to be just and reasonable and, 
accordingly, it is in the public interest to 
accept and approve it as conditioned 
below. 

The Commission finds: 

The Agrement certified to the Commis¬ 
sion by the Pre*Hing Judge in this pro¬ 
ceeding should be accepted and approved 
as conditioned below. 

The Commision orders: 

(A) The proposed Settlement Agree¬ 
ment is hereby accepted, and approved, 
os conditioned herein. 

(B> Transco shall file tariff sheets 
which reflect the exclusion of costs re¬ 
lated to carrying charges now included 
pursuant to the provisions of Article X. 

(C) Transco’s authority to track in¬ 
increase due to advance payments shall 
terminate upon the effectiveness of in¬ 
creased rates put in e^ect pursuant to a 
Section Four general rate increase. 

(D) The Commission hereby defers ac¬ 
tion on the issue of the proner treatment 
of injected base gas into the Washing¬ 
ton Storage Field pending disposition of 
that issue in Docket Nos. RP74-48 and 
RP75-3. 

(E) The provision for tracking of 
changes in the corporate income tax rate 
shall be modified to provide as follows: 

Article VI 

TRACKING FOR CHANGES IN FEDERAL INCOME 
TAX RATES 

Transco’s rates sir? 11 be decreased and 
may be increased in accordance with this 
Article VT to reflect changes in its cost 
of service for changes in the corporate 
Federal income tax rate which are ap¬ 
plicable to the settlement period or any 
portion thereof. Jn making a change pur¬ 
suant to this Article VI, Transco shMl 
utilize the cost of service in Appendix 
A and shall calculate the increase or de¬ 
crease in cost of service by using the 
same method of the cost of service set 
forth in Appendix hereof. 
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Any such Increase or decrease shall be 
made effective as of the effective date 
of the change in the tax rate (or sur¬ 
charge thereon). but in no case as of a 
date prior to October 1, 1975. Tariff 
sheets reflecting such changes must be 
filed no later than forty-five (45) days 
after the enactment of the law changing 
the Federal income tax rate (or sur¬ 
charge thereon). For periods prior to the 
date of such filing. Transco shall cal¬ 
culate the increase or decrease caused by 
the change and recover any increase by 
a surcharge to be imposed over a one 
year period or by immediate refund in 
the case of a tax rate reduction. 

The provisions of this Article shall be 
applicable to changes in the tax rate 
which occur after the termination of this 
Agreement but which are applicable to 
the Settlement Agreement period or a 
portion thereof. 

(F) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Overall settlement cost of service for thcl2 
months ended Dee. SI, 1974 , as adjusted 


Lina 
No. 


IXjscriptlon 


Amount 


1 Purchased pas cost. fifty ££C, 102 

2 Other operation and maintenance 

expenses.. £6.601,268 

3 Depreciation and amortization_ 76,168,140 

4 Taxes other than income luxes- 16,845,020 

5 Income taxes. 6*2,767, 750 

6 Income taxes deferred in prior 

years—credit... (4.417, 151) 

7 Return. 111. 004,628 

8 Revenue credits. (1,844.052) 

0 Total cost of service_ 54V, 563,514 


Description 


Amount 


Income taxes for the 12 months ended 
Dec. 31, 1974, as adjusted 


Description 


Amount 


Return at 0.28 percei 

Book depreciation expense .. 

Tax depreciation - straight line basis. 

Amortixation over remaining life of pro¬ 
perties the remaining balance at Jan. 1, 
1071, in A/C 281—Accumulated de¬ 
ferred Income Taxes—Accelerated A in¬ 
ert UnUon . 

Amortization of Federal income tax effect 
In A/C 283—Accumulated Deferred 

Income Taxes—other - 

Amortization of Federal income tax on 
gains of the reacquisitions of debt securi¬ 
ties In A/C 283—Accumulated Deferred 

Income Taxes .. 

Amortization of noiireeoverablo |K>rlion 
of advance payments for gas and costs 

for K. A l). funds. . 

Amortization of research and development 

expenses and other costs. . 

Amortization of gains on reoequisitiou of 

debt securities. ... 

Interest and debt expense (Including 
allowance for funds used during con¬ 
struction) .. 

Hydrostatic pressure testing .—. 

Taxes charged to construction . 

Thrift and retirement plan charged to 

construction .-. 

Bond discount expense. ., 

Depletion allowance on advauce payment 

to Union Oil ___ 

Surtax exemption -1.. 


$114,004,628 
76.168,14V 
(71,825,723) 


(564,500) 
(8,290,50V) 

(347,053) 

2,900,522 

6,435,661 

407,075 



(243,209) 

(6.500) 


Net taxable income after taxes.. 58.170,200 


Net taxable income (ulwivo X 2.00321).... 
State income tax at 4 percent.__—- 


116,5*27.120 

4.661,085 


Net taxable income-- 111,866,011 


Federal income tax at 48 j»erccnt less 
$6,500... . 


. 53,089.214 


Net income taxes (line 27 +• line 29)-—--- 
Income taxes deferred iu prior years—net 
credit. .. 


Income taxes payable. _ 


58,350.299 
4,417,45! 
. 62,767,750 


Rate base and return for the 12 months 
ended Dec. 31, 1974, as adjusted 


Computation of rate of return based on cost of debt capital, preferred stock capital and 
an allowance of 14-75 percent return on stockholders' equity based on consolidated 
capitalization of Transco Companies, Inc., as of July 31, 1975, as adjusted [000*s 
omittcdY 

1000‘s omitted] 


Line 

No. 


Particulars 


Adjusted to 

Amount at reflect estimated Amount 


July 31, 
1975 


amounts 

outstanding 


adjusted 


Percent 

capitali¬ 

zation 


(lwtrce.nL) 


Weighted 

cost 

(percent) 


Cost of plant.— 

Accumulated provision for depreciation 
and amortization .. 

$1,728,066,546 

(644.649.029) 


(D 

(2) 

at Apr. 30,1970 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(0) 

(7) 

Net plant .. .. 

Working capital ---- 

Research and development expendt- 
lures.. . vv .v- 

1.083.416.617 

187,405,601 

1,203,496 

1 

2 

O 

Debt: 

First mortgage pi|jelinft 
bonds... 

$543,234 

116,0£>4 
187,822 

$(18,262) 

(4.416) 

*24,678 

$534,962 

112,278 

212,500 

39.24 

8.3V 

6.71 

6,88 

2L03 

.58 

Expenditures In the unsuccessful search 
for alternative gas supplies. 

21,564,551 

O 

4 

Term bank loans... 

15.80 

9.82 

1.56 

Rleht-of-w ay and survey costs on pipe¬ 
line no longer held for future use 
under a definite plan. 

S 

Total long-term debt_ 

847,740 

2.000 

849,740 

63.52 

7.51 

4.77 

1.701.584 


Deferred income taxes- 

3,036 

(203) 

2,833 

.21_ 



Expenditures for stress corrosion studies. 
Expenditures for lands acquired for 

pipeline right-of-way.—- 

Customer advances for construction.... 
Accumulated deferred income taxes.... 

1,663,054 

6 


r "* 1 ***** 


697,787 

(315.517) 

(67,962,234) 

7 

8 

9 

Equity: 

Preferred stock capital- 

Common stockholders* 
equity.. 

153.015 

296,488 

(3,650) 

*40,276 

149,365 

335,764 

1L 17 

25.10 

7.27 

14.75 

.81 

3.70 

Rate base .. 

1,229,467,979 

10 

Total equity. 

448.508 

36,626 

485,129 

36.27 .... 


4.51 

Return at 9.28 percent.. 

114,0M, 628 

a 

Total capitalization- 

1,299,279 

38,423 

1.337.702 

100.00 .... 


V. 28 


• Reflects draw down for advance payments of balance of $100 million term loan of Dec. 11, 1974, less semi-annual 
retirement of $6,250,000 due under term loan of Dec. 27,1972. As of Nov. 5,1975. $86,700,000 of the 1100 million bad boon 
had boon drawn down, with tlie balance to be drawn dow n prior to Apr. 30,11176. 

* Reflects estimated accumulated earnings of $26,776,000. including $4,488,000 ofinvostmeut tax crcditto be recorded 
In December 1975, retained from July 31,1075. through Air. 20. 1976 (plus tn trhustment to book surplus for roto- 
inaklng purposes only of $13,500,000). This latter amount is equal to a reserve of $41,502,106, established for potential 
losses in 1974 leas actual losses related to exploration activities in Canada of $15,602,166, providing a gross adjustment 
of $26 million loss the Income tax effect of $ 12 , 500,000 (48 percent of $26 million), or a net adjustment of $13,500,000. 
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Summary classification of settlement cost of service It months ended Dec . SI, 1974, as adjusted 


Line 

No. 

Deecription 

Total cost of 

Sales ml transportation services 

Rate schedule 

Rate sched le 

Q ffc 

LN O services 

service 

Total Demand Comm dlty 

U C4J 

D-6 


a) 

C2) 

(3) (4) (5) 

(6) 

( 7 ) 

(8) 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 


Operation and maintenance expenses: 

Production. $204.178. 651 $204.178.651 

U nderground storage .. 23.442.910 990.185 

Other storage ----- 752,598 . . 

Transmission . 33,328.711 31.884.120 

Administrative and general. . 24,247,500 23.112.391 


$214,110 


$204,178,651 

776,075 


$15,370,661 


$7,082,061 


5.040,591 
4.392,432 


26.843,529 
18.719.959 


1,444.591 

1,041.390 


Total operation and malntenanoe ox peases- 285.950,370 

Depreciation.--- 

Taxes other than income taxes.. 

Income taxes. . 

Income taxes deferred In prior years—credits. 

Return.-. 

Revenue credits..-. 


$752,598 

""" 93 , 719 " 


285.950.370 

280,165,347 

9.647,133 

250.518.214 

17.856,642 

7.082,064 

846.317 

76.168, 149 

70.589.060 

17,066,340 

53.522.720 

4,418.020 ... 


1.161,069 

16.845.020 

15.619.384 

3.781.345 

1L. 838.039 

965,044 ... 


260.592 

62,767.750 

58,113.682 

U, 301.874 

46,811.808 

3.533.684 ... 


1,120.384 

(4,417.451) 

(4,377.391) 

(240.631) 

(4.136.760) 

(33.284)... 


(6,776) 

114.094.628 

101.929.476 

21.777.081 

83.152,395 

6,880.267 ... 


2.284,885 

(1,844,952) 

(1.783.483) 

(L 164.760) 

(618.723) 

(61.469)... 




Total cost of service...... 549,563,514 


508,256.075 


62,168.382 441.0S7.693 


33.558.904 


7,082,064 


5.666,471 


Comparison «o/ estimated revenues with settlement cost of service It months ended 

Dec . SI, 1975, as adjusted 


line 

No. 

Description 

Allocated costs 

Revenues 

Revenue excess 
(deficiency 

a> 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1 

2 

Comparison of costa with revenues under present 
rater * 

Rale schedule OSS__ .....__ 

$33,558.901 
7,082.064 

$35,583,768 

7,082.064 

$2,024,861 

3 

Rate schedule S-2. 

4 

5 

LN O services.... 

Sales and transportation services... 

5.666,471 

5Ql.541.8S2 

0.330.343 
480.118,106 

663,872 

(21,423.776) 

6 

Total Jurisdictional.... 

547.849,321 

529.114.281 

(18.735.040) 



7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

Comparison of costs with revenues under settlement 
rales: * 

Rate schedule 038... 

Rate schedule 3-2. 

LNO services. 

Sales and transportation services .. 

f m 

33.558.904 

7,082.064 

5,606,471 

501,541.882 

33.559,485 
7,082,061 
5,668.478 
501,040.246 

581 

. 7 

98.364 

12 

Total jurisdictional. 

547.849.321 

547.948,273 

98.952 




Total 

Demand 

Commodity 

13 

14 

15 

Comparison of class!.led costs with settlement reve¬ 
nues: * 

Sales an l transportation costa (p. 5).. 

Less nonjurisdictional costs *__ 

503,256,075 

1,714.193 

62,168.382 

157.200 

441,0*7,693 
1,55 j. 993 

16 

Jurisdictional sales and transportation costa.. 

501.5 1.882 

62.011.182 

439.530.700 


17 

Jurisdictional sales and transportation re venues... 

501.640.248 

61,777.187 

439.863.059 

18 

Revenue excess (deficiency). 

98.364 

(233,995) 

332,359 


1 Rased on rates shown on schedtilo K-l, p. 1, coL (8) and (9) of Transco's original filing of Mar. 14, 1975 In docket 
No. R 1*75-75. 

* Based on rates shown on appendix B. 

»Non jurisdictional costs assumed to equal the nonjurisdiotlonal revenues at xono 2 CD rates. 
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Summary of adjusted sales and transportation by rate schedule for the twelve months 
ended December SI, J97j, showing showing revenues computed at present and 
proposed rates, FPV Docket R 1* *75-7 5 




Mcf <fc 14.7 Psia 

A tmllnt HMfnnUaa 




Total 

billing 

demand 

(2) 



uvviiuva 


Line 

No. 

Particulars 

0) 

Annual 

volume 

(3) 

Present 
rates» 

<*> 

Proposed 
rates * 

<5) 

Difference 

(0) 

1 

2 

3 

Jurisdictional services Sales for resale rule 
schedule: 

CD-I .-.-. 

1,478.400 

21, m 373 

$16,654,654 

$17,429,600 

$775,546 

4 

CD-2.. 

9,589,080 
22,312,452 

137,711,325 

1 (*2,189,875 

106,343,107 

4.153,782 

5 

CI> 3. 

414,860,101 

318,621.231 

332,252,250 

5.783,642 

13,631,028 

c 

O-l. 


7,922,797 

5.450.884 

332,758 


<»-2. 


1,611,001 

1,132.534 

1,200,196 

67.663 

s 

OO-l. 


1,250,250 

866,2C4 

919,2. r 3 

52,889 

y 

00-2.. 


1,772,795 

1,240.275 

1,320,732 

74,457 

10 

00-3.-. 


3,736,529 

2.682.828 

2,830.762 

156,1*31 

11 

PS-1. . . 

62,400 

156,000 

204.984 

209.664 

4,680 

12 

PS-2.. - 

141,600 

354,000 

466,926 

477,546 

10,620 

13 

ps-3.:. 

559,200 

1,396,000 

1,864.932 

1,906,872 

41,940 

14 

ACQ-2. 


1.3*6.945 

882,648 

951,320 

58,672 

15 

ACQ-3. 


10,151,365 

6,700.637 

7,065.350 

364,713 

16 

S—2 . .................. ......... 

1,637.424 

( 3 ) 

7.082.664 

7.082.064 

(663,865) 

17 

LG-A. 

4,623,984 

1,000, 001 

6,330. f 43 

5,666.478 
33,559.485 

18 

OSS. 

12,555.444 

57,075,255 

35,51-3.768 

(2,024.283) 

10 

X-20. 

34,675 

23.198 

25.936 

2,738 

20 

Total sales for resale. 


664,889,912 

507,993,045 

525,033,266 

17*040,221 


21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 
80 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

30 

37 

38 


Transportation rate schedule: 

X-56 (Ann) . 858,576 

X-52 (Ann) . 111,600 

X-ll (firm) . 720,000 

X-15 (firm)* . . ----- 

X-42 (firm) . 120,000 

X-51 (firm) * ... 

X-54 (firm) • . 

X-06 (firm) 4 .. 

X-72 (firm) 4 . 

X-73 ( firm) * . 

X-47 interruptible . 

X-71 Interruptible .. 

X-42 Interruptible ... . 

X-54 Interruptible .2.. 

X-55 interruptible«... . 

X-55 interruptible (emergency) *. 


17,687,845 
3,403.800 
21,802,017 
8,531,689 
3,647,2“3 
14,84'*, 720 
2,418,581 
1,527,000 
101,442 
42-1,100 
366,000 
1,076.400 
4,577.485 
361,674 
82,400 
15,360 


7,816,SCO 
1. SCO. 4*0 
8,817,284 
200.000 
1,400.802 
744.600 
186,515 
95,437 
1.985 
26,608 
64,455 
434,808 
1.007.047 
18,081 
1,235 
199 


8.466.355 649,995 

1,534,670 134.199 

9.775,975 858,091 

200,000 . 

1,684.526 143,724 

744.600 . 

186.515. 

95.437 . 

1.985. 

26.508 . 

71,617 7,182 

434.808. 

1,007,047 . 

18,081 . 

1,235 . 

199. 


Total transportation.. 

39 Totpl Jurisdictional service*. 

40 Non jurisdictional services: 

41 Direct industrial sales.. 


42 


Total sales and services.* 


. 1,810,170 

81,772,695 

22,395,796 

24.189,567 

1.793,771 

. 54,770,160 

716,662,607 

530,388,841 

549.222,833 

18.833,992 

120,000 

2,286,334 

1,821.474 

1,897,100 

75,626 

. 54,890,100 

748,948,941 

532,210,315 

551,119,933 

18,909,618 


43 Other operating revenues: * 

44 Sale of acid gas.. 

45 Sale of distillate .. 

46 Rent of company houses.... 

47 Rent of other gas property. 

48 Other gas revenues . 


Ill, 199 
193.132 
95,114 
5,000 
172,899 


577.344 


111,199 . 
193,132 . 
95,114 . 
5.000 
172,899 . 

577,344 


60 


Total other operating revenues—.... 

Total operating revenues........_ 54,890,100 748,948,041 532,787,659 551,697,277 18,909,618 


i Based on rates shown on schedule K-l. p. 1* cols. (4) and (5) of Transeo’s original filing of Mar. 14,1975 In docket 
No. R1*75-75. 

J Based on rates shown on appendix B. — 

* 6-2 deliveries included in rale schedule CD-3. 

* Miscellaneous revenues credited to cost of service. 
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Advance payments reserved for further disposition under article Vllt 


line 

No. 


Producer 

0) 


Amount 1 
( 2 ) 


1 Exxon Co.. U.8.A. -.— . - . 

2 Eason Oil Co. ct ai. .......................... 

3 Pachuta Coro ..... 

1 Mesa Petroleum Co .—...- . 

5 Occidental Petroleum Bales . 

6 David C. Bliitliff .. 

7 Emerald Oil Co .... 

8 C. A. K. Petroleum Inc. (block 103) ... 

9 C.AK. Petroleum Inc. (block 101) . 

10 C. & K. Petroleum Inc. et al. (block 185) ... 

11 '• ransco Exploration Co. (C. A K. Offshore Co.— Gulf Coast Area) . 

12 C. & K. Petroleum Co. Inc., ct al. (block 216) ... 

13 Ocean Drilling A Exploration Co., et al ... 

14 Outline Oil Corp., et al ..:... 

15 Texaco Inc .—.—. 

16 Juniper Petroleum Corp .-. 

17 Transco Exploration Co. (Shell Oil Co.—offshore Loutsania) . 

18 Transco Exploration Co. (Shell Oil Co.—offshore Texas). .. 

It) Transco E ploralion Co. (Wiley Fairchild et al — Lux Area, Miss.) . 

20 Transco Exploration Co. (Mid Louisiana Gas Co.)..—...— -- 

21 Transco Exploration Co. (Anschutz Corp.—New York). 

22 Occidential Petroleum Coro, a- d Canadian Occidental of California, inc.... 

23 Tnmrco Exploration Co. (Canadian Occidental, ct al., offshore Texas) . 

24 American Potrollna Exploration Co., et al .. 

25 Transco Exploration Co. (Ewing Prospect—San Patndo County, Tex.). 

26 Transco Exploration Co. (Pennzoil Producing Co.—ojxrator—offshore Texas) . 

27 Transco Exploration Co. (Shell Oil Co-operator, Florida Gas et al., offshore Loiuslana). 

28 The W i Ilian is Companies, et al .-. 

2!) Rowan Companies .......... 

30 Terra Resources .-. 

31 Quintana Group .....-. 

32 Texaco Inc. (15 blocks offshore Texas) . 

33 American Petrohna Co. of Texas (8 blocks) .. 

34 American Pctrolina Exploration (2 blocks) ........ 

35 Atlantic Richfield < o. (3 blocks) . 

30 Atlantic Richfield Co. (11 blocks) .... 

37 Sun Oil Co ... 

38 Newmont Oil Co . 

30 American ctrolina Co. of Texas ....... 

40 American Petrofinn Exploration Co ..... 

41 Cities Service Oil Co. — Brazos Area ... 

42 ( oily Oil Co.—Brzos Areaa ... 

43 Skelly Oil Co—Brazos Area . 

44 Cities Service Oil t o. (High Island) .-... 

45 Cities Service Co. (offshore Texas)..—. 

46 Skelly Oil Co. (High Island). 

47 Quintana Oceanic. Inc .—...... 

48 The VMUiams ConuKUiies . 

40 Atlantic Rlchtte.d Co. (block 01) . 

60 Louisiana Land A Exploration Co...... 

51 Total ..... 


* Balance under each agreement as of Sept. 30, 1075. 

[FR Doc.76-3583 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. ER78-182] 

IDAHO POWER CO. 

Filing of Agreement 

January 30. 1976. 

Take notice that on October 17, 1975, 
the Idaho Power Company (Idaho) tend¬ 
ered for filing with the Commission an 
agreement between Idaho and Portland 
General Electric Company (Portland) 
providing for the supply of firm energy 
by Idaho to Portland at Idaho’s La 
Grande 230 KV point of interconnection 
with the Bonneville Power Administra¬ 
tion (BPA) system. Idaho states that the 
agreement shall be effective for a term 
commencing November 1, 1975 and con¬ 
tinuing until January 31, 1976. Idaho 
states further that energy deliveries 
under this agreement are to be made over 
BPA transmission facilities and that no 
new or additional transmission facilities 
are required to provide service. By letter 
dated November 4, 1975, the Commission 
directed Idaho to cure certain deficien¬ 
cies in its filing. Idaho's response to this 
letter was tendered for filing with the 
Commission on November 28, 1975. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 


to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before February 13, 1976. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public Inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.76-3806 Filed 2-6-76;8;45 am] 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

TRANS TEXAS BANCORPORATION, INC. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank 

Trans Texas Bancorporation, Inc., El 
Paso, Texas, a bank holding company 
within the meaning of the Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company Act, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 


of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to 
acquire 100 per cent of the voting shares 
(less directors’ qualifying shares) of 
Chamizal National Bank. El Paso, Texas 
(“Bank”), a proposed new bank. 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with section 3(b) of 
the Act. The time for filing comments 
and views has expired and the Board 
has considered the application and all 
comments received in light of the factors 
set forth in section 3(c) ot the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Applicant, the fourteenth largest 
banking organization in the State, con¬ 
trols four banks with aggregate deposits 
of $384 million, representing less than 1 
per cent of the total deposits of com¬ 
mercial banks in the State. 1 Since the 
application involves the acquisition of a 
proposed new bank, consummation of 
the proposal would not immediately in¬ 
crease Applicant’s share of commercial 
bank deposits in the State. 

Bank is to be located in the city of El 
Paso in the El Paso banking market.” 
Each of the four subsidiary banks that 
Applicant presently controls is located in 
the El Paso banking market. Two of the 
subsidiaries closest to Bank are located 
approximately three and five mles, re¬ 
spectively, from the proposed site of 
Bank. Since the proposal involves the 
establishment of a new bank, consum¬ 
mation of the subject acquisition would 
eliminate no existing competition, and 
no immediate increase in the concentra¬ 
tion of banking resources w ? ould result 
therefrom. Although Applicant is the 
largest banking organization in the El 
Paso market in terms of tote l deposits, 
it competes with three other bank hold¬ 
ing companies, including two of the 
State’s largest banking organizations. 
Moreover, the FI Paso area has shown 
substantial growth in recent years, as 
evidenced by the fact that six of the 
market’s 19 banks opened during the 
last three years. Tn view of the prospects 
for the continued m-ow*h of the area, it 
appears that Apnlic^nt’s proposed de 
novo expansion in this market would 
not deter new entries by other organisa¬ 
tions not presently in the market. Ac¬ 
cord Inglv, on the basis of the facts of 
record, the Boerd conch’d^s th«t con¬ 
summation of the nronosal woifid not 
have any adverse effect on exisMng oi 
potential competition in any relevant 
area. 

The financial and managerial re • 
sources and prosnects of Applicant and 
its subsidiary banks are regarded as gen* 
erally satisfactory. Bank, as a proposed 
new bank, has no financial or operating 
history; however, its prospects as a sub* 
sidiary of Applicant appear favorable 
Considerations relating to the banking 


1 All banking data are as of June 30, 1975, 
and reflect bank holding company forma¬ 
tions and acquisitions approved by the 
Board through January 1, 1976. 

•The Ei Paso banking market Ls approxi¬ 
mated by the El Paso SMSA. 
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factors are thus consistent with approval 
of the application. Considerations relat¬ 
ing to the convenience and needs of the 
community to be served lend some weight 
toward approval of the application. The 
addition of a new bank in the rapidly 
growing El Paso area would provide a 
convenient alternative source of banking 
to the area residents. It is the Board’s 
Judgment that consummation of the pro¬ 
posal would be in the public interest and 
that the application should be approved. 

On the basis of the record, the appli¬ 
cation is approved for the reasons sum¬ 
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calen¬ 
dar day following the effective date of 
this order, or (b) later than three months 
after the effective date of this order, and 
(c) Chamizal National Bank, El Paso, 
Texas, shall be opened for business not 
later than six months after the effective 
date of this order. Each of the periods 
described in (b) and (c) may be extended 
for good cause by the Board, or by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas pursuant 
to delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors, 1 
effective February 2, 1976. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Secretary of the Board . 

(FR Doc.76-3763 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 

ARCHITECTURES ENVIRONMENTAL ARTS 
ADVISORY PANEL 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub¬ 
lic Law 92-463). notice is hereby given 
that a closed meeting of the Architec¬ 
ture *f Environmental Arts Advisory 
Panel to the National Council on the 
Arts will be held on March 4 and 5, 1976 
from 9:30 a.m.-5:30 p.m. in the 11th 
floor conference room of the Columbia 
Plaza Building. 2401 E Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

This meeting is for the purpose of Pa¬ 
nel review, discussion, evaluation, and 
recommendation on applications for fi¬ 
nancial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the Hu¬ 
manities Act of 1965. as amended, in¬ 
cluding discussion of information given 
in confidence to the agency by grant ap¬ 
plicants. In accordance with the deter¬ 
mination of the Chairman published in 
the Federal Register of June 16, 1975, 
this meeting, which Involves matters ex¬ 
empt from the requirements of public 
disclosure under the provisions of the 
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 
552(b), (4), (5), and (6)) will not be 
open to the public. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Mr. 
Robert M. Sims, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National Endow- 


«Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Mitchell and Governors Holland, Walllch and 
Partee. Absent and not voting: Chairman 
Burns and Governors Coldwell and Jackson. 


ment for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call (202) 634-6377. 

Robert M. Sims, 
Administrative Officer , National 
Endowment for the Arts. Na¬ 
tional Foundation on the 
Arts and the Humanities. 

|FR Doc.76-3747 Filed 2-6-76; 8:45 am | 


DANCE ADVISORY PANEL 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463), notice is hereby given that 
a closed meeting of the Dance Advisory 
Panel to the National Council on the 
Arts will be held on March 14, 15 and 16 
from 9:00 a.m.-6:00 p.m. and on March 
17. 1976 from 9:00 a.m.-5:30 p.m. in the 
14th floor conference room of the Co¬ 
lumbia Plaza Building, 2401 E Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 

This meeting is for the purpose of Pan¬ 
el review, discussion, evaluation, and rec¬ 
ommendation on applications for finan¬ 
cial assistance under the National Foun¬ 
dation on the Arts and the Humanities 
Act of 1965, as amended, including dis¬ 
cussion of information given in confi¬ 
dence to the agency by grant applicants. 
In accordance with the determination of 
the Chairman published in the Federal 
Register of June 16, 1975, this meeting, 
which involves matters exempt from the 
requirements of public disclosure under 
the provisions of the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act (5 U.S.C. 552 (b), (4), (5). 
and (6)) will not be open to the public. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Mr. 
Robert M. Sims, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National Endow¬ 
ment for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call (202) 634-6377. 

Robert M. Sims, 
Administrative Officer National 
Endowment for the Arts , Na¬ 
tional Foundation on the Arts 
and the Humanities 

|FR Doc.76-3748 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 ami 


LITERATURE ADVISORY PANEL 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
Law 92-463), notice is hereby given that 
a meeting of the Literature Advisory 
Panel to the National Council on the Arts 
will be held on February 26-28, 1976 
from 9:00 a.m.-5:30 p.m. in the 14th 
Floor Conference Room of the Columbia 
Plaza Building, 2401 E Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

A portion of this meeting will be open 
to the public on February 28 from 1:30 
p.m.-5:30 p.m. on a space available basis. 
Accommodations are limited. There will 
be discussion on guidelines for Creative 
Writing Fellowships and Assistance to 
Small Presses. 

The remaining sessions of this meeting 
on February 26 and 27 from 9:00 a.m.- 
5:30 p.m. and on February 28 from 9:00 
a.m.-12:30 p.m. are for the purpose of 


Panel review, discussion, evaluation, and 
recommendation on applications for fi¬ 
nancial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the Human¬ 
ities Act of 1965, as amended, including 
discussion of information given in con¬ 
fidence to the agency by grant appli¬ 
cants. In accordance with the determi¬ 
nation of the Chairman published in the 
Federal Register of June 16, 1975, these 
sessions, which involve matters exempt 
from the requirements of public disclo¬ 
sure under the provisions of the Freedom 
of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552 (b),(4), 
(5), and (6)) will not be open to the 
public. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Mr. 
Robert M. Sims, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. National Endow¬ 
ment for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call (202) 634-6377. 

Robert M. Sims, 
Administrative Officer National 
Endowment for the Arts , Na¬ 
tional Fotindation on the Arts 
and the Humanities 
[FR Doc.76-3745 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 ami 


NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

February 2, 1976. 

Pursuant to the Provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463) notice is hereby given that a 
meeting of the National Council on the 
Humanities will be conducted at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. on February 26 and 27. 1976. 

The purpose of the meeting is to ad¬ 
vise the Chairman of the National En¬ 
dowment for the Humanities with respect 
to policies, programs, and procedures for 
carrying out his functions, and to re¬ 
view applications for financial support 
and gifts offered to the Endowment and 
to make recommendations thereon to the 
Chairman. 

The meeting will be held in the Shore- 
ham Building, 806 15th Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. The session of the pro¬ 
posed meeting on February 26. 1976 and 
the afternoon session on February 27. 
1976. will consider financial information 
and personnel and similar files the dis¬ 
closure of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of privacy. 
Pursuant to authoritv granted me bv the 
Chairman’s Delegation of Authority to 
Close Advisory Committee Meetings, 
dated August 13. 1973,1 have determined 
that the meeting would fall within ex¬ 
emptions (3). (4), and (6) of 5 U S C. 552 
(b) and that it is essential to close the 
meeting to protect the free exchange of 
internal views and to avoid interference 
with operation of the committee. 

The morning session on February 27. 
1976 will convene at 9 a m. and will be 
open to the public. The agenda for the 
morning session will be as follows: 

IT. Minutes of the Previous Meeting. 

III. Reports. 

A. Summary of Recent Business and Intro¬ 
duction of New Staff Members. 
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B. Appropriations for FY 1976. 

C. Appropriation Request for FY 1977. 

D. Chairman’s Grants. 

E. Application Report. 

F. Gifts and Matching Report. 

G. Arrangements for the JeiTerson Lecture. 

The remainder of the proposed meet¬ 
ing will be closed to the public. 

It is suggested that those desiring more 
specific information contact the Advisory 
Committee Management Officer. Mr. 
John W. Jordan, 806 15th Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20506, or call area code 
202-382-2031. 

John W. Jordan, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

(FR Doc.76-3795 Filed 2-6-76.8:45 am] 


VISUAL ARTS ADVISORY PANEL 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub¬ 
lic Law 92-463), notice is hereby given 
that a closed meeting of the Visual Arts 
Advisory Panel (Crafts Services) to the 
National Council on the Arts will be held 
on February 27, 1976 from 9:30 a.m.- 
6:00 p.m. in the 13th floor conference 
room of the Columbia Plaza Building, 
2401 E Street. N.W. Washington. D.C. 

This meeting is for the purpose of 
Panel review, discussion, evaluation, 
and recommendation on applications for 
financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the Human¬ 
ities Act of 1965, as amended, including 
discussion of information given in con¬ 
fidence to the agency by grant appli¬ 
cants. In accordance with the determina¬ 
tion of the Chairman published in the 
Federal Register of June 16. 1975, this 
meeting, which involves matters exempt 
from the requirements of public disclo¬ 
sure under the provisions of the Freedom 
of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552(b), (4), 
(5). and (6)) will not be open to the 
public. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Mr. 
Robert M. Sims. Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National Endow¬ 
ment for the Arts, Washington, D.C. 
20506. or call (202) 634-6377. 

Robert M. Sims, 
Administrative Officer . National 
Endowment for the Arts, Na¬ 
tional Foinidation on the Arts 
and the Humanities. 

[FR Doc.76-3746 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 Am] 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
WASHINGTON PUBLIC POWER SUPPLY 
SYSTEMS 

NUCLEAR PROJECTS 3 AND 5 
Notice of Meeting 

In accordance with the purposes of 
Sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.). the 


ACRS Subcommittee on Washington 
Public Power Supply Systems Nuclear 
Projects 3 and 5 will hold a meeting on 
February 24, 1976. in the Levee Room of 
the Holiday Inn, 1515 George Washing¬ 
ton Way. Richland, WA 99352. The pur¬ 
pose of this meeting is to further develop 
information for consideration by the 
ACRS in its review of the application 
of the Washington Public Power Supply 
Systems, et al., for a permit to construct 
Nuclear Projects 3 and 5. The plant will 
be located approximately three miles 
south of Satsop, Grays Harbor County 
which is about 26 miles southwest of 
Olympia. WA. 

The agenda for subject meeting shall 
be as follows: 

Thursday, February 24.1976. 8:30 am. 
The Subcommittee will meet in closed 
Executive Session, with any of its con¬ 
sultants who may be present, to exchange 
opinions and discuss preliminary views 
and recommendations relating to the 
above evaluation. 

9:00 am. until the conclusion of busi¬ 
ness. The Subcommittee will meet in 
open session to hear presentations by 
representatives of the NRC Staff, the 
Washington Public Power Supply Sys¬ 
tems (WPPSS), and their consultants, 
and will hold discussions with groups 
pertinent to its review of the application 
of WPPSS. et al., for a permit to con¬ 
struct Nuclear Projects 3 and 5. 

At the conclusion of the open session, 
the Subcommittee will caucus in a brief, 
closed session to determine whether the 
matters identified ii the initial closed 
session have been adequately covered and 
whether the project is ready for review 
by the full Committee. During the ses¬ 
sion Subcommittee members and con¬ 
sultants will discuss their final opinions 
and recommendatio s on these matters. 
Upon conclusion of this caucus, the Sub¬ 
committee will meet again in brief open 
session to announce its determination. 

In addition to these closed deliberative 
sessions, it may be necessary for the Sub¬ 
committee to hold one or more closed 
sessions for the purpose of exploring with 
the NRC Staff and Applicant matters 
involving proprietary information, par¬ 
ticularly with regard to specific features 
of the plant design and plans related to 
plant security. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, that 
it is necessary to conduct the above 
closed sessions to protect the free inter¬ 
change of internal views in the final 
stages of the Subcommittee’s deliberative 
process (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (5)) ard to pro¬ 
tect confidential proprietary or plant 
security information (5 U.S.C. 552(b) 
(4)). Separation of factual material from 
Individuals’ advice, opinions, and recom¬ 
mendations while closed Executive Ses¬ 
sions are in progress is considered im¬ 
practical. 

Practical conslderaitons may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule. The Chairman of the Subcommittee 
is empowered to conduct the meeting in 
a manner that, in his Judgment, will 
facilitate the orderly conduct of business, 


including provisions to carry over an in- 
completed open session from one day to 
the next. 

With respect to public participation in 
the open portion of the meeting, the fol¬ 
lowing requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda items 
may do so by providing 15 readily repro¬ 
ducible copies to the Subcommittee at the 
beginning of the meeting. Comments 
should be limited to safety related areas 
within the Committee’s purview. 

Persons desiring to mail written com¬ 
ments may do so by sending a readily re¬ 
producible copy thereof in time for con¬ 
sideration at this meeting. Comments 
postmarked ro later than February 17, 
1976, to Mr. G. R. Quittschreiber, ACRS, 
NRC. Washington, D.C.. will normally be 
received in time to be considered at this 
meeting. 

Background information concerning 
items to be considered at this meeting 
can be found in documents on file and 
available for public inspection at the 
NRC Public Document Room, 1717 H St. 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20555. and at the 
H. W. Abel Memorial Library, 125 Main 
Street South, Montesano, WA 98563. 

fb> Those persons wishing to make an 
oral statement at the meeting should 
make a written request to do so, iden¬ 
tifying the topics and desired presenta¬ 
tion time so that appropriate arrange¬ 
ments can be made. The Committee will 
receive oral statements on topics rele¬ 
vant to the Committee’s purview at an 
appropriate time chosen by the Chair¬ 
men of the Subcommittee. 

(c) Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the meet¬ 
ing has been cancelled or ^scheduled, 
the Chairman’s ruling on requests for 
the opportunity to present oral state¬ 
ments and the time allotted therefor can 
be obtained by a prepaid telephone call 
on February 23. 1976, to the Office of the 
Executive Director of the Committee 
(telephone 202/634-1374, Attn: Mr. G. R. 
Quittschreiber) between 8:1.5 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m., est. 

(d) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and its 
consultants. 

(e) The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing, will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any recess. 
The use of such equipment will not, how¬ 
ever, be allowed while the meeting is in 
session. * 

(f) Persons with agreements or orders 
permitting access to proprietary infor¬ 
mation other than plant security infor¬ 
mation. may attend portions of ACRS 
meetings where this material is being 
discussed upon confirmation that such 
agreements are effective and relate to 
the material being discussed. 

The Executive Director of the ACRS 
should be informed of such an agreement 
at least three working days prior to the 
meeting so that the agreement can be 
confirmed and a determination can be 
made regarding the applicability of the 
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agreement to the material that will be 
discussed during the meeting. Minimum 
information provided should include in¬ 
formation regarding the date of the 
agreement, the scope of material in¬ 
cluded in the agreement, the project or 
projects involved, and the names and 
titles of the persons signing the agree¬ 
ment. Additional information may be re¬ 
quested to identify the specific agreement 
involved. A copy of the executed agree¬ 
ment should be provided to Mr. G. R. 
Quittschreiber of the ACRS Office, prior 
to the beginning of the meeting. 

(g) A copy of the transcript of the 
open portion of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for inspection on or after March 2, 
1976, at the NRC Public Document 
Room, 1717 H St. NW., Washington. D.C. 
20555, and at the H. W. Able Memorial 
Library, 125 Main Street South, Monte- 
sano, WA 98563. 

Copies of the minutes of the meeting 
will be made available for inspection at 
the NRC Public Document Room, 1717 
H St. NW., Washington. D.C. 20555, after 
May 24, 1976. Copies may be obtained 
upon payment of appropriate charges. 

Dated: February 4, 1976. 

John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee ' 
Management Officer . 

[FR Doc.76-3937 Filed 2-6-76:9:39 am| 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE 

BROWNS FERRY NUCLEAR POWER 

PLANT UNITS 1 AND 2 

Notice of Meeting 

In accordance with the purposes of 
Sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232b.), the 
ACRS Subcommittee on the Browns 
Ferry Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 
2 will meet on February 26,1976, in Room 
1046, 1717 H Street NW., Warl^ngton, 
D.C. 20555. The purpose of this meeting 
is to discuss the March 22, 1975, fire 
and the resulting repairs and corrective 
action. 

The agenda for subject meeting shall 
be as follows: 

Thursday, February 26,1976, 8:30 a.m. 
The Subcommittee will meet in closed 
Executive Session, with any of its con¬ 
sultants who may be present, to ex¬ 
change opinions and discuss preliminary 
views and recommendations relating to 
the above discussion. 

9:00 a.m. until the conclusion of busi¬ 
ness. The Subcommittee will meet in 
open session to hear present, it ns by 
representatives of the NRC Staff, the 
Tennessee Valley Authority (TV A), and 
their consultants, and will h3l T discus¬ 
sions with these groups pertinent to the 
repair of the fire damage and to actions 
taken to mitigate or preclude future fires. 
The groups will also discuss measures 
taken to preclude multiple failures of 
redundant systems from a common ini¬ 
tiating event. 

At the conclusion of the open ses¬ 
sion, the Subcommittee will caucus in a 


brief, ' closed session to determine 
whether the matters identified in the ini¬ 
tial closed session have been adequately 
covered and whether the project is ready 
for review by the full Committee. During 
the session Subcommittee members and 
consultants will discuss their final opin¬ 
ions and recommendations on these mat¬ 
ters. Upon conclusion of this caucus, 
the Subcommittee will meet again in 
brief open session to announce its 
determination. 

In addition to these closed delibera¬ 
tive sessions, it may be necessary for 
the Subcommittee to hold one or more 
closed sessions for the purpose of ex¬ 
ploring with the NRC Staff and Appli¬ 
cant matters involving proprietary in¬ 
formation, particularly with regard to 
specific features of the plant design and 
related to plant security. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, that 
it is necessary to conduct the above 
closed sessions to protect the free in¬ 
terchange of internal views in the final 
stages of the Subcommittee’s delibera¬ 
tive process (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (5)) and to 
protect confidential proprietary or plant 
security information (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (4). 
Separation of factual material from in¬ 
dividual’s advice, opinions, and recom¬ 
mendations while closed Executive Ses¬ 
sions are in progress is considered 
impractical. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or 
schedule. The Chairman of the Subcom¬ 
mittee is empowered to conduct the meet¬ 
ing in a manner that, in his judgment, 
•will facilitate the orderly conduct of 
business, including provisions to carry 
over an incompleted open session from 
one day to the next. 

With respect to public participation 
in the open portion of the meeting, the 
following requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda items 
may do so by providing a readily repro¬ 
ducible copy to the Subcommittee at the 
beginning of the meeting. Comments 
should be limited to safety related areas 
within the Committee’s purview. 

Persons desiring to mail written com¬ 
ments may do so by sending a readily re¬ 
producible copy thereof in time for con¬ 
sideration at this meeting. Comments 
postmarked no later than February 19, 
1976, to Mr. J. C. McKinley. ARCS, NRC, 
Washington. D.C. 20555, wilt normally be 
received in time to be considered at this 
meeting. 

Background information concerning 
items to be considered at this meeting 
can be found in documents on file and 
available for public inspection at the 
NRC Public Document Room, 1717 H St. 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the 
Athens Public Library. South and For¬ 
rest Streets, Athens, AL 12333. 

(b) Those persons wishing to make oral 
statement at the meeting should make 
a written request to do so. identifying 
the topics and desired presentation time 
so that appropriate arrangements can be 
made. The Committee will receive oral 


statements on topics relevant to the 
Committee’s purview at an appropriate 
time chosen by the Chairman of the 
Subcommittee. 

(c) Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the meet¬ 
ing has been cancelled or rescheduled, 
the Chairman’s ruling on requests for 
the opportunity to present oral state¬ 
ments and the time allotted therefor can 
be obtained by a prepaid telephone call 
on February 25. 1976, to the Office of the 
Executive Director of the Committee 
(telephone 202/634-1371, Attn: Mr. J. C. 
McKinley) between 8:15 ajn. and 5:00 
p.m., EST. 

(d) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and its 
consultants. 

(e) The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing, will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any re¬ 
cess. The use of such equipment will not, 
however, be allowed while the meeting 
is in session. 

(f) Persons with agreements or or¬ 
ders permitting access to proprietary 
information, other than plant security 
information, may attend portions of 
ACRS meetings where this material is 
being discussed upon confirmation that 
such agreements are effective and relate 
to the material being discussed. 

The Executive Director of the ACRS 
should be informed of such an agree¬ 
ment at least three working days prior 
to the meeting so that the agreement 
can be confirmed and a determination 
can be made regarding the applicability 
of the agreement to the material that 
will be discussed during the meeting. 
Minimum Information provided should 
include information regarding the date 
of the agreement, the scope of material 
included in the agreement, the project 
or projects involved, and the names and 
titles of the persons signing the agree¬ 
ment. Additional information may be 
requested to identify the specific agree¬ 
ment involved. A copy of the executed 
agreement should be provided to Mr. 
J. C. McKinley of the ACRS Office, prior 
to the beginning of the meeting. 

(g) A copy of the transcript of the 
open portion of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for inspection on or after March 22, 
1976, at the NRC Public Document Room, 
1717 H St. NW., Washington. D.C. 20555, 
and at the Athens Public Library, South 
and Forrest Streets, Athens, AL 12333. 

Copies of the minutes of the meeting 
will be made available for inspection at 
the NRC Public Document Room, 1717 
H St. NW., Washington. D.C. 20555, after 
May 26, 1976. Copies may be obtained 
upon payment of appropriate charges. 

Dated: February 4,1976. 

John C. Hoyle. 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer . 

I FR Doc.76-8938 Filed 2-6-76;9:39 ami 
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS WORKING GROUP ON 

PLUTONIUM SHIPPING PACKAGES 

Notice of Meeting 

In accordance with the purposes of 
Sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039. 2232b.) the 
ACRS Working Group on Plutonium 
Shipping Packages will hold a meeting 
on February 26, 1976, in the Sir Galahad 
North Room, Royal Court Inn, 1750 S. 
Elmhurst Road, Des Plaines, EL (312/ 
956-1700). This meeting will be closed to 
the public. 

The Working Group will meet in closed 
session with its consultants, members of 
the NRC Staff and NRC Staff consul¬ 
tants to continue its review of draft 
working papers on proposed qualification 
test criteria for shipping containers to 
ensure that the packages used for ship¬ 
ping plutonium and other comparably 
hazardous material will survive airplane 
crashes. In connection with this matter, 
the Working Group may hold executive 
sessions not open to the public or NRC 
Staff prior to and at the conclusion of 
the meeting with the NRC Staff and NRC 
Staff consultants to exchange opinions 
and formulate recommendations to the 
ACRS. ‘ 

Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda may 
do so by sending a readily reproducible 
copy in time for consideration at this 
meeting. Comments postmarked no later 
than February 19. 1976, to Mr. G. R. 
Quittschreiber, ACRS, NRC, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20555, will normally be re¬ 
ceived in time to be considered at this 
meeting. 

I have determined in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463 that 
it is necessary to close this session which 
will consist of an exchange of opinions 
and formulation of recommendations, 
the discussion of which, if written, would 
fall within exemption 5 of 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b)(5). Separation of factual material 
from individuals’ advice, opinions, and 
recommendations while this meeting is 
in progress is considered impractical. It 
is essential to close this meeting to pro¬ 
tect the free interchange of internal' 
views and to avoid undue interference 
with Working Group and Agency opera¬ 
tion. 

Dated : February 5, 1976. 

John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

| PR Doc.76-3939 Piled 2-6-76:9:39 amj 


(Docket Nos. 50-413 and 50-4141 

DUKE POWER CO. (CATAWBA NUCLEAR 
STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2) 

Oral Argument 

Notice is hereby given that, in accord¬ 
ance with the Appeal Board’s Orders of 
December 31,1975, and January 30, 1976, 
oral argument is calendared for 10:00 
a.m.. on Thursday, February 12, 1976, 
at the County Board Room, 4th floor. 


Mecklenburg County Administration 
Building, 720 East 4th Street, Charlotte, 
North Carolina. 

Dated: February 3,1976. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Appeal Board. 

Margaret E. Du Flo, 

Secretary to the 

* Appeal Board . 

[PR Doc.70-3714 Piled 2-6-76; 8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-334] 

DUQUESNE LIGHT CO. # ET AL 

BEAVER VALLEY POWER STATION, 
UNIT NO 1 

Issuance of Facility Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the Initial Decision of the Atomic 
Safety arid Licensing Board, dated Janu¬ 
ary 22, 1976, the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has is¬ 
sued Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-66 to Duquesne Light Company. 
Ohio Edison Company, and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Power Company authorizing fuel 
loading and low power testing of the 
Beaver Valley Power Station. Unit No. 1. 
Duquesne Light Company has sole re¬ 
sponsibility for operation of the facility. 
Although Beaver Valley Power Station, 
Unit No. 1 is designed for operation at 
approximately 2652 megawatts thermal, 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
license and the Technical Specifications. 
Duquesne Light Company is authorized 
to load fuel and perform low-power test¬ 
ing (operation at not more than 1 per¬ 
cent of the steady state reactor core 
power level of 2652 megawatts thermal 
for the purpose of testing the facility), 
and further operations short of full pow¬ 
er operation up to 5 percent of the steady 
state reactor core power level of 2652 
megawatts thermal for the purpose of 
performing a limited amount of further 
testing of the facility. The Beaver Val¬ 
ley Power Station, Unit No. 1 is t . pres¬ 
surized water nuclear reactor located at 
the licenses’ site in Beaver County, Penn¬ 
sylvania, on the southern shore of the 
Ohio River, approximately 22 miles 
northwest of Pittsburgh. 

The Initial Decision is subject to re¬ 
view by an Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Appeal Board prior to its becoming final. 
Any decision or action taken by an 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal 
Board in connection with the Initial De¬ 
cision may be reviewed by the Commis¬ 
sion. 

The Commission has made appropri¬ 
ate findings as required by the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the 
Act), and the Commission’s rules and 
regulations in 10 CFR Ch. I, which are 
set forth in the license. The application 
for the license complies with the stand¬ 
ards and requirements of the Act and 
the Commission’s rules and regulations. 

The license is effective as of its date 
of issuance and shall expire six (6) 
months from said date, unless extended 


for good cause shown, or upon earlier 
issuance of a subsequent licensing action. 

A copy of (1) the Initial Decision, 
dated January 22. 1976; (2) Facility Op¬ 
erating License No. DPR-66, complete 
with Technical Specifications (Appen¬ 
dices “A” and “B”); (3) the report of 
the Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards, dated November 20, 1974; 
(4) the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regu¬ 
lation’s Safety Evaluation Report, dated 
October 11, 1974. and Supplements 1 and 
2 thereto, dated May 2, 1975 and Octo¬ 
ber 3, 1975; (5) the Final Safety Analy¬ 
sis Report and amendments thereto; (6) 
the applicant’s Environmental Report 
dated September 1971 and supplements 
thereto; (7) the Draft Environmental 
Statement dated March 1973; and (8) 
the Final Environmental Statement 
dated July 1973, are available for public 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room at 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C., and the Beaver Val¬ 
ley Memorial Library, 100 College Ave¬ 
nue. Beaver, Pennsylvania. A copy of the 
license may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the United States Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Project Management. 

Copies of the Safety Evaluation Re¬ 
port and its Supplements thereto and 
Final Environmental Statement may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
United States Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 20555, Atten¬ 
tion: Director, Division of Project Man¬ 
agement. 

Dated at Bethesda. Md.. this 30th day 
of January 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

D. B. Vassallo, 

Chief, Light Water Reactors 
Branch No. 5, Division of 
Project Management. 

(FR Doc.76-3715 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. 50-2981 

NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT 
Issuance of Amendment to Facility License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
19 to Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-46, issued to the Nebraska Public 
Power District (the licensee), which re¬ 
vised Technical Specifications for opera¬ 
tion of the Cooper Nuclear Station (the 
facility) located in Nemaha County, Ne¬ 
braska. The amendment is effective as of 
its date of issuance. 

This amendment revises the Technical 
Specifications for the facility to alter the 
setpoints of certain pressure switches In 
the Residual Heat Removal and Core 
Spray systems, to update the information 
concerning personnel breathing appara¬ 
tus, and to correct editorial errors in the 
Technical Specification table of contents 
and Specification 1.1 and its bases. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require- 
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merits of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sions rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings as 
required by the Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations in 10 CFR Ch. I, 
which are set forth in the license amend¬ 
ment. Prior public notice of this amend¬ 
ment is not required since the amend¬ 
ment does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
§ 51.5(d) (4> an environmental state¬ 
ment, negative declaration or environ¬ 
mental impact appraisal need not be 
prepared in connection with the issuance 
of this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated December 2, 1975, (2) 
Amendment No. 19 to License No. DPR- 
46, and (3) the Commission’s concur¬ 
rently issued Safety Evaluation. All of 
these items are available for public in¬ 
spection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. and at the Auburn 
Public Library. 1118-15th Street, Auburn, 
Nebraska 68305. A copy of items (2) and 
(3) may be obtained upon request ad¬ 
dressed to the United States Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 29th day 
of January, 1976. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission 

Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 2, Division of Op¬ 
erating Reactors. 

(FR Doc.76-3716 Piled 2-6-76;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. 60-278) 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO., ET AL 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility Operat¬ 
ing License and Negative Declaration 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
14 to Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-56 issued to Philadelphia Electric 
Company, Public Service Electric & Gas 
Company, Delmarva Power and Light 
Company, and Atlantic City Electric 
Company, which revised Technical Speci¬ 
fications for operation of the Peach Bot¬ 
tom Atomic Power Station Unit 3, located 
in Peach Bottom, York County, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. The amendment is effective as of 
its date of issuance. 

The amendment modifies the provi¬ 
sions in the Technical Specifications re¬ 
lating to Limiting Conditions for Opera¬ 
tion associated with the Emergency Core 
Cooling System (ECCS) and Reactor 
Core Power Distribution Limits; and pro¬ 
vides for modification of the ECCS to 
improve its performance in acordanoe 


with the licensees’ application for 
amendment dated July 9,1975. 

Notice of proposed Issuance of Amend¬ 
ment to Facility Operating License in 
connection with this action was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Au¬ 
gust 18. 1975 (40 FR 34647). No request 
for a hearing or petition for leave to in¬ 
tervene was filed following notice of the 
proposed action. 

The Commission has prepared an en¬ 
vironmental impact appraisal for the re¬ 
vised Technical Specifications and has 
concluded that an environmental impact 
statement for this particular action is 
not warranted because there will be no 
environmental impact attributable to the 
proposed action other than that which 
has already been predicted and described 
in the Commission’s Final Environmen¬ 
tal Statement for Peach Bottom Atomic 
Power Station, Units 2 and 3 published 
in April 1973, and that a negative declar¬ 
ation to this effect is appropriate. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated July 9, 1975 and sup¬ 
plements thereto dated September 10, 
1975, October 1, 24 and 30, 1975, Novem¬ 
ber 18 and 20, 1975, and December 29, 
1975, (2) Amendment No. 14 to License 
No. DPR-56, (3) the Commission’s re¬ 
lated Safety Evaluation. (4) the Com¬ 
mission’s Negative Declaration dated 
January 29, 1976. All of these items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 
and at the Martin Memorial Library, 189 
E. Market Street, York, Pennsylvania. 

A copy of items (2), (3) and (4) may 
be obtained upon request addressed to 
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: 
Director, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 29th day 
of January, 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


George Lear, 

Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 3, Division of Op¬ 
erating Reactors. 


(FR Doc.7-3717 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. 60-278) 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO. (PEACH 
BOTTOM ATOMIC POWER STATION, 
UNIT 3) 

Order for Modification of License 

I. Philadelphia Electric Company 
(PECO or Licensee) is the holder of Fa¬ 
cility Operating License No. DPR-56 
which authorizes operation of Peach 
Bottom Atomic Power Station Unit 3 
(Unit 3 or the Facility) at steady-state 
reactor core power levels not in excess 
of 3293 megawatts thermal (rated 
power). The Facility is a boiling water 
reactor (BWR) located at the Licensee’s 
site in Peach Bottom, York County, 
Pennsylvania. 


n. 1. On July 23, 1975, the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (the Commis¬ 
sion) issued an “Order for Modification 
of License” (40 F.R. 32179 of July 31, 
1975) which confirmed a plan for limited 
additional operation of the facility. As 
explained in the Order of July 23, 1975. 
the Facility's channel box wear, as in¬ 
dicated by the noise-to-signal ratio re¬ 
corded by the traversing incore probe 
(TIP), had exceeded the threshold for 
remedial action. The remedial action, 
confirmed by the Order, limited opera¬ 
tion of the facility at not more than 49 
percent of rated core flow and with a 
maximum fuel bundle power of 3.35 
MWt. In addition, the Order permitted 
operation up to full flow and power for a 
brief period of time needed to collect 
flow vibration data and to conduct fuel 
preconditioning. The Order further stip¬ 
ulated that the Licensee was to shut¬ 
down the facility following approxi¬ 
mately 45 equivalent full flow days from 
June 2, 1975 unless within that period 
certain specified tests have been com¬ 
pleted which demonstrated the efficacy 
of the 40% flow limit. 

2. By letter dated December 29, 1975, 
the Licensee proposed a plan, previ¬ 
ously discussed with the NRC staff, set¬ 
ting forth a course of remedial action, 
which would allow operation with flow 
rates above 40 percent of rated flow and 
maximum bundle power above 3.35 
MWt. The plan would involve shut¬ 
down of the reactor and appropriate re¬ 
placement of worn channel boxes and 
plugging of the core support plate by¬ 
pass holes. The reactor was shutdown on 
January 2, 1976, for visual inspection of 
the channel boxes and the necessary 
repairs. 

3. By its letter dated December 29, 
1975, the Licensee provided details re¬ 
lating to the fuel channel inspection pro¬ 
gram and the installation of core bypass 
fiow r plugs in the lower core plate and 
supplied analyses to demonstrate the 
adequacy of the procedures for plug 
installation. 

4. On January 7, 1976, the Commission 
issued an “Order for Modification of 
License” (January 14, 1976, 41 FR 2129) 
that approved the repair program and 
authorized the installation of bypass hole 
plugs in the facility's lower core plate. 
As discussed in the January 7, 1976 
Order, the NRC staff concluded that 
the plugs will reduce the vibration of 
the instrument thimbles caused by flow 
through the bypass holes. By telecon on 
January 21. 1976, Philadelphia Electric 
Company confirmed that the licensee’s 
inspection and repair program was com¬ 
pleted. The inspection program resulted 
in the rejection of 138 channel boxes with 
unacceptable w r ear as defined in the re¬ 
pair program. These channel boxes were 
replaced. Ninety-one channel boxes 
with indications of wear, but within the 
criteria of the repair program, were also 
replaced. Philadelphia Electric Com¬ 
pany also confirmed that all flow bypass 
holes in the core plate were plugged. 
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5. By letters dated November 18 and 
20. and December 29. 1975 1 the Licensee 
provided analyses, including an emer¬ 
gency core cooling performance analysis, 
for reactor power operation with the 
plugs installed in the bypass holes. The 
December 29, 1975 letter supplemented 
leters of July 9, September 10, October 1 
and 30,1975 related to ECCS analyses. 

6. The Commission’s staff has reviewed 
the analyses submitted by the Li¬ 
cense on December 29, 1975 and supple¬ 
ments thereto to support operation with 
the bypass flow hole plugs installed. As 
discussed in the Commission’s concur¬ 
rently issued Safety Evaluation for 
Amendment No. 14 to the license the pro¬ 
posed operation with plugs will require 
modified limits relating to emergency 
core cooling system performance. The 
modified limits specified in the concur¬ 
rently issued Amendment No. 14 would be 
based upon an evaluation of ECCS per¬ 
formance calculated in accordance with 
an acceptable evaluation model that con¬ 
forms to the requirements of the Com- 
mision’s regulations in 10 CFR Section 
50.46. The amendment would modify 
various limits established in accordance 
with the Commission’s Interim Accept¬ 
ance Criteria, and would, with respect to 
the facility, terminate the further re¬ 
strictions imposed by the Commission’s 
December 27,1974 Order for Modification 
of License (40 FR 1772, January 9, 1975), 
and would impose instead, limitations 
established in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s Acceptance Criteria for Emer¬ 
gency Core Cooling Systems for Light 
Water Nuclear Power Reactors, 10 CFR 
50.46. The amendment would also revise 
the Technical Specifications to permit 
operation of the facility using operating 
limits based on the General Electric 
Thermal Analysis Basis (GETAB) and 
with the Low Pressure Coolant Injection 
System modified in accordance with the 
Licensee’s application for license amend¬ 
ment dated July 9. 1975 as supplemented. 

It also should be noted that plugs 
identical to those to be used in Peach 
Bottom Unit 3 have been installed in the 
Cooper, Vermont Yankee. Duane Arnold. 
Pilgrim, and Peach Bottom Unit 2 
reactors. The plugs installed in Vermont 
Yankee were removed during a refueling 
operation after ten months of successful 
service. No abnormalities or loose pieces 
were reported. Vermont Yankee has since 
reinstalled the plugs. 

7. Based on our review of the Li¬ 
censee’s submittals of November 18 and 
20, 1975 and December 29, 1975. and the 
prior related experience at the Pilgrim 
and Vermont Yankee reactors, the NRC 
staff concluded in its concurrently issued 
Safety Evaluation that operation of 
Peach Bottom Unit 3 in accordance with 
the additional restrictions set forth in 
Amendment No. 14 to the License would 


1 Copies of the December 29, 1975 filing by 
the Licen:ee are available for public Inspec¬ 
tion in the Commission's Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street. N.W., Washington, D.C., 
and are being placed In the Martin Memorial 
Library, 189 E. Market 8treet. York, 
Pennsylvania. 


provide reasonable assurance that the 
Public health and safety would not be 
endangered. 

in. Accordingly, pursuant to the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
and the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions in 10 CFR Parts 2 and 50: It is 
ordered. That Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-56 is hereby amended by sub¬ 
stituting the following provisions for the 
provisions set out in the Commission’s 
Orders for Modification of License dated 
December 27, 1974 and January 7, 1976. 

1. Operation of Peach Bottom Atomic 
Power Station Unit 3 with plugged by¬ 
pass flow holes is hereby authorized 
subject to the conditions set forth in the 
concurrently issued Amendment No. 14 
to the Facility License No. DPR-56, and 

2. A monitoring program using LPRM 
and TIP traces and available acceler¬ 
ometers on incore instrument guide 
tubes shall be performed for the purpose 
of detecting any instrument tube—chan¬ 
nel box interaction. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 29th day 
of January 1976. 

Ben C. Rusche, 
Director , 

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 

|FR Doc.76-3718 Piled 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5 
(d)(4) an environmental statement, 
negative declaration or environmental 
impact appraisal need not be prepared in 
connection with issuance of this 
amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) application for amend¬ 
ment dated January 23, 1976, (2) 

Amendment No. 10 to License No. DPR- 
59, and (3) the Commission’s related 
Safety Evaluation. All of these items 
are available for public inspection at 
the Commission’s Public Document 
Room. 1717 H Street. N.W., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. and at the Oswego City Li¬ 
brary, 120 East Second Street, Oswego, 
New York. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
US. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 30th day 
of January 1976. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert W. Reid, 
Chief , Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 4. Division of 
Operating Reactors. 


(FRDoc.78-3719 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 50 3331 

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF 

NEW YORK AND NIAGARA MOHAWK 

POWER CORP. 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the 
Commission) has issued Amendment No. 
10 to Facility Operating License No. 
DPR-59 issued to the Power Authority 
of the State of New York and the Niagara 
Mohawk Power Corporation which re¬ 
vised the Technical Specifications for 
operation of the James A. FitzPatrick 
Nuclear Power Plant, located in Oswego 
County. New York. The amendment is 
effective as of its date of issuance. 

The amendment changes the Techni¬ 
cal Specifications to require one circuit 
of the Standby Gas Treatment System 
to be operable during fuel handling op¬ 
erations, and a minimum of one pair of 
emergency diesel generators to be oper¬ 
able when secondary containment in¬ 
tegrity is required. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings 
as required by the Act and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Ch. I, which are set forth in the license 
amendment. Prior public notice of this 
amendment b not required since the 
amendment does not involve a significant 
hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 


[Docket Noe. STN 50-546. STN 50-5471 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF INDIANA, 
INC. (MARBLE HILL NUCLEAR GENER¬ 
ATING STATION; UNITS 1 & 2) 

Assignment of Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Appeal Board 

Notice is hereby given that, in accord¬ 
ance with the authority in 10 CFR § 2.787 
(a), the Chairman of the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Appeal Panel has assigned 
the following panel members to serve as 
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal 
Board for this construction permit pro¬ 
ceeding : 

Richard S. Salzman, Chairman, Dr. John H. 
Buck, Michael C. Farrar. 

Dated: February 3,1976. 

Margaret E. Du Flo, 

Secretary to the 
Appeal Board. 

|FR Doc.76-3720 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 ami 


[Docket No. STN 60-485J 

ROCHESTER GAS AND ELECTRIC CORP. 

(STERLING POWER PROJECT NUCLEAR 

UNIT 1) 

Reconstitution of Board 

John M. Frysiak, Esq., is the desig¬ 
nated Chairman of the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board established to con¬ 
sider the above application. Because of 
other Board commitments, Mr. Frysiak 
is unable to continue in his duties as 
Chairman of this Board. 

Accordingly, Edward Luton, Esq., 
whose address is Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Board Panel. U.S. Nuclear Regu¬ 
latory Commission, Washington, D.C. 
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20555, Is appointed Chairman of this 
Board. Reconstitution of the Board in 
this manner is in accordance with § 2.721 
of the rules of practice. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 3rd day 
of February 1976. 

James R. Yore, 

Acting Chairman, Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel. 

|PR Doc.76-3721 Piled 2-6-76;8:45 am] 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
ADVISORY PANEL FOR ANTHROPOLOGY 
Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal Advi¬ 
sory Committee Act, P.L. 92-463, the Na¬ 
tional Science Foundation announces the 
following meeting: 

Name: Advisory Panel for Anthropology. 

Date: February 26. 27, and 28, 1976. 

Time: 9 a.m. each day. Type of meeting: 
Closed. 

Place: Rm. 643, National Science Founda¬ 
tion. 1800 G St.. NW., Washington, D.C. 

Contact Person: Dr. Nancie L. Gonzales, 
Program Director for Anthropology, Rm. 206, 
National Science Foundation, Washington, 
D.C. 20550. telephone 202-632-4208. 

Purpose of Advisory Panel: To provide ad¬ 
vice and recommendations concerning sup¬ 
port for research in Anthropology. 

Agenda: To review and evaluate research 
proposals and projects as part of the selec¬ 
tion process for awards. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals and 
projects being reviewed Include Information 
cl a proprietary or confidential nature. In¬ 
cluding technical Information; financial 
data, such as salaries; and personrJ infor¬ 
mation concerning individuals associated 
with the proposals. These matters are with¬ 
in the exemptions of 6 U.8.C. 552(b), (4), 
(6). and (6). 

Authority to Close Meeting: The determi¬ 
nation made on February 21, 1975. by the Di¬ 
rector of the National Science Foundation 
pursuant to provisions of Section 10(d) of 
Public Law 92-463. 

Gail A. McHenry, 

Acting Committee 
Management Officer. 

February 4,1976. 

(FR Doc.76-3794 Filed 2-6 -76;8:45 am] 


ADVISORY PANEL FOR ELECTRICAL 

SCIENCES AND ANALYSIS AND AD HOC 

SUBPANEL FOR DEVICES AND WAVES 

Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act, P.L. 92-463, the 
National Science Foundation announces 
the following meetings: 

Name: Advisory Panel for Electrical Sci¬ 
ences and Analysis and Ad Hoc Subpanel for 
Devices and Waves. 

Date: February 20. 27, and 28, 1970. Feb. 
26—Advisory Panel for Electrical Sciences 
and Analysis. Feb. 27—Joint Session of the 
Advisory Panel and the Ad Hoc Subpanel. 
Feb. 28—Ad Hoc Subpanel for Devices and 
Waves. 

Time: 9 a.m. each day. 

Place: Rm. 642. National Science Founda¬ 
tion, 1800 O St.. NW., Washington, D.C. 20550. 

Type of Meeting: Open. 

Contact Person: Dr. Charles Polk, Head, 
Electrical Sciences and Analysis Section, Rm. 


416, National Science Foundation, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20550, telephone 202-632-4228. 

Summary Minutes: May be obtained from 
the Committee Management Coordination 
Staff, Management Analysis Office, Rm. 248, 
National Science Foundation, Washington, 
D.C. 20550. 

Purpose of Advisory Panel and Subpanel: 
To provide advice and counsel concerning 
present status and new directions of research 

(1) in Electrical Sciences and Analysis and 

(2) supported by the Devices and Waves 
Program of the Electrical Science and Analy¬ 
sis Section. 

Agenda 

FEBRUARY 2G —ADVISORY PANEL MEETING 

9:00 a.zn. Introduction and Review of NSF 
Organization and Budgets. 
10:15 a.m. Interface with Energy Conver-lon 
Devices and Systems and Ad¬ 
vanced Automation Programs 
RANN. 

11:00 a.m. Control and Automation Pro¬ 
gram. 

1:30 p.m. Interface with Computer Science, 
Applied Mathematics and Eco¬ 
nomics. 

2:00 p.m. Interface with Energy Conversion 
Devices and Systems Research 
Supported by ERDA. 

2:30 p.m. Systems Theory and Applications 
Program. 

3:30 p.m. Electrical and Optical Communi¬ 
cations Program. 

FEBRUARY 27—JOINT SESSION OF ADVISORY 
PANEL AND AD HOC SUBPANEL 

9:00 a.m. Devices and Waves Program. 

10:00 a m. Interface with Solid 
State Physics, Atomic Molecu¬ 
lar and Plasma Physics and En¬ 
gineering Energetics Programs. 
10:45 a.m. Plans for Submicron Lithography 
Facility. 

1:30 p.m. Review of Long Range Plans for 
the Section and Answers to 
Specific Questions Concerning 
Present Status and New Direc¬ 
tions of Research In Electrical 
Sciences and Analysis. 

FEBRUARY 28—AD HOC SUBPANEL MEETING 

9:00 a.m. Review of Plasma Dynamics Ac¬ 
tivities Sponsored by Devices 
and Waves Program. 

10:00 a.m. Plasma Dynamics Work Sponsored 
by other Agencies. 

11:00 a.m. Directions for Future Research. 

2:00 p.m. Adjourn. 

Gail A. McHenry, 

Acting Committee 
Management Officer. 

February 4, 1976. 

[FR Doc.76-3792 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am| 


ADVISORY PANEL FOR SOCIAL 
PSYCHOLOGY 

Meeting 

In accordance with the Federal Advi¬ 
sory Committee Act, P.L. 92-463, the Na¬ 
tional Science Foundation announces the 
following meeting: 

Name: Advisory Panel for Social Psychol- 
logy. 

Date: February 26 and 27. 1976. 

Time: 9 a.m. each day. Type of meeting: 
ogy. 

Place: Rm. 246, National 8cience Founda¬ 
tion, 1800 G St., NW.. Washington, D.C. 

Contact Person: Ms. Ruth E. Siegel, Pro¬ 
fessional Assistant for Social Psychology. 
Rm. 205. National Science Foundation. Wash¬ 


ington, D.C. 20550, telephone 202-632-5715. 

Purpose of Advisory Panel: To provide ad¬ 
vice and recommendations concerning sup¬ 
port for research In Social Psychology. 

Agenda: To review and evaluate research 
proposals and projects as part of the selec¬ 
tion process for awards. 

Reason for Closing: The proposals and 
projects being reviewed Include Information 
of a proprietary or confidential nature, in¬ 
cluding technical Information; financial 
data, such as salaries; an! personal Infor¬ 
mation concerning individuals associated 
with the proposals. These matters are within 
the exemptions of 5 U.S.C. 662(b), (4). (5), 
and (6). 

Authority to Close Meeting: The determi¬ 
nation made on February 21, 1975, by the Di¬ 
rector of the National Science Foundation 
pursuant to provisions of Section 10(d) of 
Public Law 92-463. 

Gail A. McHenry, 

Acting Committee 
Management Officer. 
February 4, 1976. 

[FR Doc.76-3793 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

AMERICAN REALTY TRUST 

I File No. 600-1] 

Suspension of Trading 

February 2, 1976. 

The shares of beneficial interest and 
warrants of American Realty Trust being 
traded on the American Stock Exchange 
pursuant to provisions of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 and all other secu¬ 
rities of American Realty Trust being 
traded otherwise than on a national 
securities exchange: and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro¬ 
tection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to Section 12(k) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities on the above 
mentioned exchange and otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is sus¬ 
pended, for the period from 10:15 a.m. 
(e.s.t.) on February 2, 1976 through 
February 11, 1976. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-3796 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE 
CORP. 

Suspension of Trading 

IFilo No. 500-1] 

February 3, 1976. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Continental Vending Machine 
Corporation being traded otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re¬ 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; 
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Therefore, pursuant to Section 12 (k) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
trading in such securities otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is sus¬ 
pended, for the period from February 4, 
1976 through February 13,1976. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.76-3797 Filed 2 6-76;8:45 amj 


1811-1845] 

THE HORNBLOWER EQUITY FUND, INC. 

Application for an Order Declaring That 

Company Has Ceased To Be an Invest¬ 
ment Company 

Notice is hereby given that The Horn- 
blower Equity Fund, Inc. (“Fund”) 
% Eaton & Howard Stock Fund. 20 Fed¬ 
eral Street, Boston. Mass. 02110. regis¬ 
tered under the Investment Company 
Act of 1940 (“Act”) as an open-end in¬ 
vestment company, filed an application 
on November 26, 1975, for an order pur¬ 
suant to Section 8(f) of the Act declaring 
that the Fund has ceased to be an invest¬ 
ment company. All interested persons 
are referred to the application on file 
with the Commission for a statement 
of the representations contained therein 
which are summarized below. 

The Fund was organized under the 
laws of Maryland on March 12, 1969, as 
The Acorn Equity Fund, Inc. later 
changed its name to The Alpine Equity 
Fund, Inc., and took its present name 
on June 1, 1970. It registered under the 
Act on April 18, 1969. 

On November 12, 1974, the Fund’s 
Board of Directors approved an Agree¬ 
ment and Plan of Reorganization 
(“Agreement”) between the Fund and 
the Eaton & Howard Stock Fund (“Stock 
Fund”) whereby the Stock Fund would 
acquire substantially all of the securities 
and cash of the Fund in exch<* ge for 
shares of the Stock Fund and the Fund 
would be dissolved. The Agreement was 
approved by Fund’s shareholders on Au¬ 
gust 4, 1975. The exchange was consum¬ 
mated on August 13. 1975, and the Cer¬ 
tificate of Dissolution was filed with the 
Secretary of State in Maryland on 
November 17, 1975. 

The application states that the Fund 
has no assets other than $20,054.06 to 
pay remaining liabilities, including 
dividends and costs of liquidation, all of 
which sum, it is antiepated will be used 
to pay such liabilities. 

Section 8(f) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part, that when the Commis¬ 
sion finds that a registered investment 
company has ceased to be an inv^tment 
company, it shall so declare by order, and 
upon the taking effect of such order the 
registration of such company shall 
cease to be in effect. 


Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may not later than Feb¬ 
ruary 27. 1976, at 5:30 p.m., submit to 
the Commission in writing a request for 
a hearing on the matter accompanied by 
a statement as to the nature of his in¬ 
terest, the reason for such request and 
the issues, if any, of fact or law pro¬ 
posed to be controverted, or he may re¬ 
quest that he be notified if the Commis¬ 
sion should order a hearing thereon. 
Any such communication should be ad¬ 
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington. DC. 
20549. A copy of such request shall be 
served personally or by mail (air mail if 
the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mail¬ 
ing) upon Fund at the address stated 
above. Proof of such service (by affidavit, 
or in case of an attorney-at-law, by 
certificate) shall be filed contempora¬ 
neously with the request. As provided by 
Rule 0-5 of the Rules and Regulations 
promulgated under the Act, an order dis¬ 
posing of the application will be issued 
as of course following said date unless 
the Commission thereafter orders a hear¬ 
ing upon request or upon the Commis¬ 
sion’s own motion. Persons who request a 
hearing or advice as to whether a hear¬ 
ing is ordered, will receive any notices 
and orders issued in this matter, includ¬ 
ing the date of the hearing (if ordered) 
any any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management Regulation, 
pursuant to delegated authority. 

[seal! George A. Fitzstmmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-3798 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


ENERGY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

TASK FORCE ON DEMONSTRATION PROJ¬ 
ECTS AS A COMMERCIALIZATION IN¬ 
CENTIVE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463, 
86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby given that 
the Task Force on Demonstration 
Projects as a Commercialization Incen¬ 
tive will meet from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. on 
Tuseday, February 24,1976, in Room 2010 
(second floor). New Executive Office 
Building, 726 Jackson Place NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. The purpose of this meeting 
is to hear industry views on ERDA’s 
demonstration project programs. The 
meeting will be open to the public. 

The tentative agenda for the meeting 
is as follows (speakers to be named 
later): 

9:00 Task Force Discussion of Project 
Management Issues 

ERDA Demonstration Project Programs 
From an Industry Viewpoint 

9:30 Cons?rvatlon programs 
12:00 Lunch 


1:00 Nuclear programs 

1:50 Fosstl programs 

3:30 Solar and Geothermal programs 

4:20 Task Force Discussion of Project 

Evaluation Issue 

4:50 Announcements, Task Force Organi¬ 
zation 
5:00 Adjourn 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or 
schedule. 

The Chairman is empowered to con¬ 
duct the meeting in a manner that in 
his judgment will facilitate the orderly 
conduct of business. 

With respect to public participation in 
agenda items, scheduled above, the fol¬ 
lowing retirements shah apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit wTitten 
statements on agenda items may do so 
by mailing 12 copies thereof, postmarked 
no later than February 20. 1976, to the 
Director, Office of Industry. State and 
Local Relations, U.S. Energy Research 
and Development Administration, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545. Comments shall be 
directly relevant to the above agenda 
items. Minutes of the meeting will be 
kept open for 30 days for the receipt of 
written statements for the record. 

(b) Information as to whether the 
meeting has been recheduled or relocated 
can be obtained by a prepaid telephone 
call on February 20, 1976, to the Office of 
Industry, State and Local Relations on 
(202) 376-4119 between 8:30 a.m. to 5 
p.m., e.s.t. 

(c) Questions at the meeting may be 
propounded only by members of the Task 
Force ard ERDA officials assigned to 
participate with the Task Force in its 
deliberations. 

(d) Seating to the public will be made 
available on a first-come, first-served 
basis. 

(e) The use of still, movie, and tele¬ 
vision cameras, the physical installation 
and presence of which will not interfere 
with the course of the meeting, will be 
permitted both before and after tho 
meeting and during any recess. The use 
of such equipment will not, however, be 
allowed while the meeting is in session. 

(f) Copies of minutes will be made 
available for copying, following their 
certification by the Chairman, in ac¬ 
cordance with the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act. at the Energy Research and 
Development Administration’s Public 
Document Room, 20 Massachusetts 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20545, 
upon payment of all charges required by 
law. 

Harry L. Peebles, 

Deputy Advisory Committee 
Management Officer . 

I FR Doc.76-3958 Filed 2-6-76; 11:08 am] 
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[No. 362711 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

OKLAHOMA INTRASTATE FREIGHT 
RATES AND CHARGES—1975 

Petition for Investigation 

By joint petition authorized under sec¬ 
tion 13(3) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act. filed December 8. 1975. petitioners, 
fourteen common carriers by railroad 1 * * * 
subject to Part I of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and also operating in intra¬ 
state commerce in the State of Okla¬ 
homa, request that this Commission 
institute an investigation of their Okla¬ 
homa intrastate freight rates and 
charges, under sections 13 and 15a of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, among others, 
wherein they will seek an order author¬ 
izing them to increase such rates and 
charges in the same amounts approved 
for interstate application by this Com¬ 
mission in Ex Parte No. 310, Increased 
Freight Rates and Charges , 1975, Nation¬ 
wide; 

By tariff filed with the Corporation 
Commission of the State of Oklahoma, 
petitioners sought to make the increases 
in Ex Parte No. 310, supra, applicable on 
Oklahoma intrastate traffic effective 
May 15, 1975. and said Commission, by 
order entered September 9, 1975. af¬ 
firmed the report of its referee limiting 
the increases on cement and building 
blocks to five percent and denying any 
increase on silica sand, crushed stone, 
sand and gravel, grain and grain prod¬ 
ucts, and feedstuffs; 

Petitioners contend that present in¬ 
terstate freight rates from, to, and with¬ 
in Oklahoma are just and reasonable 
and that the proposed intrastate rates 
will not exceed a just and reasonable 
level; that transportation conditions for 
intrastate traffic in Oklahoma are not 
more favorable than for interstate traf¬ 
fic; that traffic moving under present 
Oklahoma intrastate rail freight rates 
and charges fails to provide its fair share 
of earnings; and, that the present Okla¬ 
homa intrastate rail freight rates and 
charges create undue and unreasonable 
advantage, preference, and prejudice be¬ 
tween persons and localities in intrastate 
commerce within Oklahoma and inter¬ 
state and foreign commerce, and result 
in undue, unreasonable, and unjust dis¬ 
crimination against and an undue burden 
on interstate commerce in violation of 
sections 13(4) and 15a of the Interstate 


i The Arkansas Western Railway Com¬ 
pany; The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railway Company; Beaver, Meade and En¬ 
glewood Railroad Company: Chicago. Rock 
Island and Pacific Railroad Company; Fort 
Smith and Van Buren Railway Company: 
Hollis and Eastern Railroad Company; The 

Kansas City Southern Railway Company; 
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company; 
Missouri Pacific Railroad Company; 8t. 

Lou Is-San Francisco Railway Company; Sand 

Springs Railway Company; Texas. Oklahoma 
and Eastern Railroad Company; The Texas 
and Pacific Railway Company; and Tulsa- 

Sapulpa Union Railway Company. 


Commerce Act, among others, to the ex¬ 
tent that they do not include the in¬ 
creases authorized in Ex Parte No. 310, 
supra; 

Under section 13(4) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and judicial authority, 5 
this Commission is directed to institute 
an investigation, on the lawfulness of in¬ 
trastate rail freight rates and charges, 
upon filing of a petition by the railroads 
pursuant to section 13(3) of the Act, 
whether or not theretofore considered 
by any state agency or authority and 
without regard to the pendency of any 
such cases before any State agency or 
authority; 

Wherefore, and good cause appearing 
therefor: 

It is ordered , That the petition be, and 
it is hereby, granted; and that an inves¬ 
tigation. under sections 13 and 15a of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, be, and it is 
hereby, instituted to determine whether 
the Oklahoma intrastate rail freight 
rates in any respect cause any unjust 
discrimination against or any undue 
burden on interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce, or cause undue or unreasonable 
advantage, preference, or prejudice as 
between persons and localities in intra¬ 
state commerce and those in interstate 
or foreign commerce, or are otherwise 
unlawful, by reason of the failure of 
such rates and charges to include the 
full increases authorized for interstate 
application by this Commission in Ex 
Parte No. 310, supra; and to determine 
if any rate or charges, or maximum or 
minimum charges, or both, shall be pre¬ 
scribed to remove any unlawful advan¬ 
tage, preference, discrimination, undue 
burden, or other violation of law, found 
to exist. 

It is further ordered , That all common 
carriers by railroad operating in the 
State of Oklahoma, subject to the juris¬ 
diction of this Commission, be, and they 
are hereby, made respondents in this 
proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That all persons 
who wish to actively participate in this 
proceeding and to file and receive copies 
of pleadings shall make known that fact 
by notifying the Office of Proceedings, 
Room 5342. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C., 20423, on or 
before 15 days from the Federal Register 
publication date. Although Individual 
participation is not precluded, to con¬ 
serve time and to avoid unnecessary ex¬ 
pense, persons having common interests 
should endeavor to consolidate their 
presentations to the greatest extent pos¬ 
sible. The Commission desires participa¬ 
tion of only those who intend to take an 
active part in the proceeding. 

It is further ordered , That as soon as 
practicable after the date of indicating a 
desire to participate in the proceeding 


* See Intrastate Freight Rates and Charges, 
1969, 389 I.C.C. 6 n 0 (1971), affirmed sub nom . 
State of N.C. ex rel North Carolina Utilities 
Com’n et al. v. I.C.C. 347 F. Supp. 103 ED. 
N.C.. 1972). affirmed sub nom. North Carolina 
Utilities Commission et al. v. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission et al., 410 US. 919 (1973). 


has passed, the Commission will serve a 
list of names and addresses of all persons 
upon whom service of all pleadings must 
be made and that thereafter this pro¬ 
ceeding will be assigned for oral hearing 
or handling under modified procedure. 

And it is further ordered. That a copy 
of this order be served upon each of the 
petitioners herein; that the State of Ok¬ 
lahoma be notified of the proceeding by 
sending copies of this order and of the 
instant petition by certified mail to the 
Governor of the State of Oklahoma and 
the Corporation Commission of the State 
of Oklahoma, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma; 
and that further notice of this proceed¬ 
ing be given to the public by depositing 
a copy of this order in the office of the 
Secretary of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, at Washington, D.C., and 
by filing a copy with the Driector, Office 
of the Federal Register, for publication 
in the Federal Register. 

This is not a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 30th 
day of January, 1976. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Hardin. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.76-3810 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


(AB 114J 

CLARENDON AND PITTSFORD RAILROAD 
CO. 

Abandonment Between Florence and 
Center Rutland in Rutland County, Vermont 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which is available to 
the public upon request; and 

It appearing That no environmental 
impact statement need be Lssued in tills 
proceeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, 42 UJ5.C. 4321, et seq and 
good cause appearing therefor; 

It is ordered. That applicant be, and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in a newspaper of gen¬ 
eral circulation in Rutland County. Ver¬ 
mont, on or before February 20, 1976 
and certify to the Commission that this 
has been accomplished. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this finding shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the 
Office of the Secretary, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington, D.C., 
for public inspection, and by delivering a 
copy of the notice to the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register, for publication 
in-the Federal Register as notice to 
interested persons. 
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Dated at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of January, 1976. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Brown. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

State Commerce Commission 
notice 
AB 114 

CLARENDON AND PITTSFORD RAILROAD COMPANY 

ABANDONMENT BETWEEN FLORENCE AND 

CENTER RUTLAND IN RUTLAND COUNTY, 

VERMONT 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated 
January 28, 1976. It has been determined 
that the proposed abandonment by the 
Clarendon and Plttsford Railroad Company 
of segments of Its line between Florence and 
Center Rutland, a distance of 9.3 miles, in 
Rutland County, Vt.. If approved by the 
Commission, does not constitute a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment within 
the meaning of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. §8 4321, 
et seq., and that preparation of a detailed 
environmental Impact statement wUl not 
be required under section 4332(c) (C) of 
the NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other things, that 
the environmental impacts of the proposed 
action are considered insignificant because 
of the absence of traffic over 95 percent of 
the line proposed for abandonment, the low 
volume of traffic on the remaining portions, 
and the absence of any historic, ecological, 
or public safety Impacts that would result 
from abandonment. In addition there are 
no clearly defined land use plans that would 
conflict with this abandonment. 

This determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and consideration of an 
environmental threshold assessment survey, 
which is available on request to the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. Office of Pro¬ 
ceedings, Washington. D.C. 20423; telephone 
202-343-7966. 

Interested persons may comment on this 
'matter by filing their statements in writing 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20423, on or before 
March 8. 1976. 

This negative environmental determination 
shall become final unless good and sufficient 
reason demonstrating why an environmental 
Impact statement should be prepared for this 
action is submitted to the Commission by the 
above-specified date. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-3811 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


[AB 6 (Sub-No 26) ] 

BURLINGTON NORTHERN, INC. 

Abandonment Between Maitland and Skid¬ 
more, Within Holt and Nodaway Coun¬ 
ties, Missouri 

Upon consideration of the record in the 
above-entitled proceeding, and of a staff- 
prepared environmental threshold as¬ 
sessment survey which is available to the 
public upon request; and 
It appearing That no environmental 
impact statement need be issued in this 
proceeding because this proceeding does 


not represent a major Federal action sig¬ 
nificantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321, et seq.; and 
good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered, That applicant be, and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in a newspaper of general 
circulation in Holt and Nodaway Coun¬ 
ties, Missouri, on or before February 20, 
1976 and certify to the Commission that 
this has been accomplished. 

And it is further ordered, That notice 
of this finding shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the 
Office of the Secretary, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington, D.C., 
for public inspection, and by delivering 
a copy of the notice to the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register, for publication 
in the Federal Register as notice to 
interested persons. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of January, 1976. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Brown. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

% Secretary. 

AB 6 (Sub-No. 26) 

BURLINGTON NORTHERN. INC., ABANDONMENT 

BETWEEN MAITLAND AND SKIDMORE, WITHIN 

HOLT AND NODAWAY COUNTIES. MISSOURI 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby glv©3 notice that by order dated Jan¬ 
uary 28. 1976. it has been determined that 
the proposed abandonment by the Burling¬ 
ton Northern Railroad of its line between 
Maitland and Skidmore. Mo., a distance of 
5.93 mUes, if approved by the Commission, 
does not constitute a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning of 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (NEPA). 42 US.C. 85 4321. et seq., and 
that preparation of a detailed environmental 
impact statement will not be required under 
section 4332(2) (C) of the NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other things, that 
the environmental impacts of the proposed 
action are considered insignificant because 
of the low volume of traffic Involved and the 
absence of any major historic, safety or eco¬ 
logical impacts Involved In the proposed 
action. 

Impacts upon air quality and fuel con¬ 
sumption resulting from a diversion to trucks 
were found to be minimal if not beneficial. 
Other impacts resulting from this action 
upon water quality, noise and wildlife were 
found to be minimally adverse. 

This determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and consideration of an en¬ 
vironmental threshold assessment survey, 
which is available on request to the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Office of Pro¬ 
ceedings. Washington, D.C. 20423: telephone 
202-343-7966. 

Interested persons may comment on this 
matter by filing their statements in writing 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20423, on or before March 
C. 1976. 

This negative environmental determination 
shall become final unless good and sufficient 
reason demonstrating why an environmental 
Impact statement should be prepared for 


this action is submitted to the Commission 
by the above-specified date. 

[seal! Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.76-3812 Filed 2-6-76;8;45 am] 


[AB 18 (Sub-No. 9) ] 

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY 
COMPANY 

Abandonment Glen Jean Branch at Pax, in 
Fayette County, West Virginia 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceeding, and of a 
staff-prepared environmental threshold 
assessment survey which is available to 
the public upon request; and 

It appearing That no environmental 
impact statement need be issued in this 
proceeding because this proceeding does 
not represent a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq.; and 
good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That applicant be, and 
it is hereby, directed to publish the ap¬ 
pended notice in a newspaper of general 
circulation in Fayette County, W. Va.. on 
or before February 20, 1976 and certify 
to the Commission that this has been 
accomplished. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this finding shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy of this 
order and the attached notice in the Of¬ 
fice of the Secretary, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington, D.C., 
for public inspection, and by delivering a 
copy of the notice to the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register, for publication 
in the Federal Register as notice to inter¬ 
ested persons. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 28th 
day of January, 1976. 

By the Commission, Commissioner 
Brown. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

AB 18 (Sub-No. 9) 

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY COMPANY 

ABANDONMENT GLEN JEAN BRANCH AT PAX, 

IN FAYETTE COUNTY, WEST VIRGINIA 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that by order dated Janu¬ 
ary 28. 1976, It has been determined that 
the proposed abandonment by the Chesa¬ 
peake and Ohio Railway Company of 1.54 
miles of its branch line near Pax, W. Va., 
if approved by the Commission, does not 
constitute a major Federal action signifi¬ 
cantly affecting the quality of the human 
environment within the meaning of the Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 58 4321, et seq.. and that 
preparation of a detailed environmental Im¬ 
pact statement will not be required under 
section 4332(2) (C) of the NEPA. 

It was concluded, among other things, that 
the environmental Impacts of the proposed 
action are considered insignificant inas¬ 
much as no traffic has utilized the line since 
1971 and there are no development plans 
dependent on the continuation of rail serv- 
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ice in the future. In addition there is an ab¬ 
sence of historic, safety or ecological impacts 
or interests in this line as a recreational 
site. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, how¬ 
ever, currently has a flood plain manage¬ 
ment program planned for the Pax area, 
awaiting only the local acquisition of right- 
of-way. It is possible that portions of the 
subject right-of-way may be required for 
this project. 

This determination was based upon the 
staff preparation and consideration of an en¬ 
vironmental threshold assessment survey, 
which is available on request to the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Office of Pro¬ 
ceedings, Washington, D.C. 20423; telephone 
202-343-7966. 

Interested persons may comment on this 
matter by filing their statements in writing 
with the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20423. on or before March 
8. 1976. 

This negative environmental determina¬ 
tion shall become Anal unless good and suf¬ 
ficient reason demonstrating why an environ¬ 
mental impact statement should be prepared 
for this action Is submitted to the Commis¬ 
sion by the above-specified date. 

[ seal ] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(PR Doc.76-3813 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


[Notice No. 971] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

February 4, 1976. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that thfcy are notified 
of cancellation or postponements of 
hearings in which they are interested. 

MC 59150 Sub-72, Ploof Transfer Company, 
Inc., now being assigned April 6. 1976 (9 
days), at Jacksonville. Fla.; In a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 106644 (Sub-No. 202), Superior Trucking 
Company, now being assigned for con¬ 
tinued hearing March 22. 1976, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 

MC-C-7901, North American Van Lines, 
Inc. — Investigation and Revocation of Cer¬ 
tificates and MC 107012 (Sub-No. 170), 
North American Van Lines, Inc., now being 
assigned for continued Prehearing Confer¬ 
ence. March 11, 1976, at the Offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

MC 99149 (Sub-No. 11), Midway Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc., now being assigned for 
continued hearing on March 1. 1976 (1 
week), at Memphis. Tenn., at the Holiday 
Inn — Rivermont, 200 W. Georgia at River¬ 
side Drive. 

MC 112601 (Sub-No. 175), Transport Service 
Co., now assigned March 8, 1976, at Chi¬ 


cago, Ill., is canceled and application 
dismissed. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-3815 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF 

February 4, 1976. 

An application, as summarized below, 
has been filed requesting relief from the 
requirements of Section 4 of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act to permit common 
carriers named or described in the ap¬ 
plication to maintain higher rates and 
charges at intermediate points than 
those sought to be established at more 
distant points. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the General Rules of 
Practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publi¬ 
cation of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

FSA No. 43120— Beet or Cane Sugar 
from Hereford. Texas. Filed by South¬ 
western Freight Bureau, Agent (No. B- 
582), for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on sugar, beet or cane, in carloads, as 
described in the application, from Here¬ 
ford, Texas, to Cedar Rapids and Oska- 
loosa, Iowa. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 121 to Southwest¬ 
ern Freight Bureau, Agent, tariff 72-H. 
I.C.C. No. 4886. Rates are published to 
become effective on March 5, 1976. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.76-3814 Filed 2-6-76;8:45 am| 


| Ex Parte No. MC 981 

MOTOR CARRIER RESTRUCTURING 
PROCEEDINGS 

New Procedures 

Upon consideration of the record in 
the above-entitled proceeding, including 
the letter-requests of Hardware Manu¬ 
facturers Association, et al., filed Janu¬ 
ary 26, 1976, National Small Shipments 
Traffic Conference, et al. and National 
Motor Freight Traffic Association, et al., 
filed January 28, 1976, seeking changes 
in the procedural schedule established by 
order of the Commission, served January 
7, 1976; 

It appearing, That in order for re¬ 
spondents to file complete responses to 
our solicitation of comments and infor¬ 
mation in this proceeding, additional 
time should be granted for the purpose of 
requesting and compiling necessary 
underlying data; 

It further appearing, That the sched¬ 
ule for the filing of statements should be 
modified to provide for the filing of initial 
and reply statements by all parties, re¬ 
gardless of position; 


Wherefore: It is ordered , That the 
schedule for the filing of statements in 
this proceeding be as folows: (1) Notices 
of Intent to Participate should be filed 
with the Commission on or before Feb¬ 
ruary 16, 1976; (2) Initial Statements 
should be filed on or before April 1, 1976; 
(3) Reply Statements should be filed on 
or before May 3,1976. 

And it is further ordered, That to the 
extent not granted herein, the letter re¬ 
quests be, and they are hereby denied. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 2nd 
day of February, 1976. 

By the Commission, Commisioner 
Hardin. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-3923 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 


NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON 
EXTENSION AND CONTINUING 
EDUCATION 

FEDERAL PROGRAMS EVALUATION 
COMMITTEE 

Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub. L. 
92-463 that a meeting of the Federal 
Programs Evaluation Committee of the 
National Advisory Council on Extension 
and Continuing Education will be held on 
February 24,1976 in the conference room 
at the Council office. 425, 13th Street, 
NW., Suite 529, Washington, D.C. The 
meeting will begin at 9:00 a.m. and ad¬ 
journ at 4:30 p.m. 

The National Advisory Council on Ex¬ 
tension and Continuing Education is au¬ 
thorized under Public Law 89-329. The 
Council is directed to advise the Com¬ 
missioner of Education in the prepara¬ 
tion of general regulations and with re¬ 
spect to policy matters arising in the ad¬ 
ministration of Title I, and to report an¬ 
nually to the President on the admin¬ 
istration and effectivenes of all federally 
supported extension and continuing edu¬ 
cation programs, including community 
service programs. 

The meeting of the Federal Programs 
Evaluation Committee will be open to 
the public, but because of the limited 
space available in the Council office, 
anyone wishing to attend the meeting 
should inform the Council’s staff office 
(376-8888) no later than February 17, 
1976. The purpose of the meeting is to 
meet with certain USOE program ad¬ 
ministrators and related representatives 
for the purpose of discussing selected 
USOE programs dealing with continuing 
education for the review of administra¬ 
tion and effectiveness of same in accord¬ 
ance with a NACECE mandate. 

Dated: February 2,1976. 

James A. Turman, 
Executive Director. 

(FR Doc.76-3724 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am| 
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WHITE HOUSE OFFICE OF PUBLIC LIAISON 
CONSUMER REPRESENTATION PLANS 


Notice of Public Hearings 


February 1976 


Notice is hereby given by the White House Office of Public 
Liaison and the Office of Consumer Affairs that the seventeen federal 
agencies of the executive branch will hold public hearings in Washington, 
D.C. during the week of February 23, at the locations outlined below. 

Notice is also given that the deadline for submitting comments 
on the Consumer Representation Plans as noticed in the Federal 
Register of Wednesday, November 26, 1975, is hereby changed from 
Tuesday, February 24, 1976, to Monday, March 1, 1976. 

Nine White House Conferences on Consumer Representation 
Plans were scheduled last fall and have been held around the country 
from January 13, 1976 to January 30, 1976. The meetings have been 
well attended and have produced diverse and active dialogue from 
representatives of all sectors in the regions where the conferences were 
held. Requests have been received from various elements of the public, 
including consumer organizations, for a more formal hearing structure 
during which detailed presentations could be made. In response to these 
requests the above mentioned hearings will be held to provide the public 
with a further opportunity to make their substantive views known. 

Testimony received at these hearings should further aid the 
federal agencies involved with revision of their proposed Consumer 
Representation Plans. 

The hearing schedule for each agency is arranged in two three 
hour sessions for people desiring to attend more than one hearing on 
any given day, and for people wishing to attend a hearing in the evening. 
Specifically, the first session will be from 2 PM to 5 PM, and the second 
session from 6 PM to 9 PM. All sessions of a particular agency will be 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 








5692 


NOTICES 




held in the same location as noted below. Additionally, both sessions 
of each agency's hearings will convene at the time indicated but, any 
particular session may be adjourned earlier than noticed if it is apparent 
to the hearing officer that all people wishing to testify have done so. 

Parties desiring to be accorded a place on a hearing schedule 
should write or call the hearing clerk specified for the appropriate 
hearing, giving the following information: 

1. Name 

2. Address 

3. Telephone numbers where you can be reached 

4. Capacity in which presentation will be made (i. e. , public 
official, organization representative, individual, etc. ) 

5. Principal issue to be addressed 

6. The names of other parties known to have similar positions 
regarding the principal issue to be addressed. 

7. Preferred session to testify 

The deadline for reserving time on any hearing agenda is 4:30 PM 
I Wednesday, Feb. 18, 1976. Parties scheduled to testify are asked to 
provide the appropriate hearing clerk with two (?.) copies of their testi¬ 
mony on the day of the hearing. Parties not scheduled to testify, but who 
wish to do so, are also requested to provide copies of their testimony, 
and will be permitted to speak at the conclusion of the formal hearing 
agenda on a time available basis. ‘Additionally, written comments by any 
interested person, including those who may not have sufficient time.to 
express their full views at the hearing, may be submitted to the appropriate 
hearing clerk before 5 PM Monday, March 1, 1976. 

The general public and the press are invited to attend the hearings. 
The hearings will be transcribed, and along with written submissions 
will become a part of the record in these proceedings. 

For further general information, contact Mr. John B. Shlaes, 
Director of White House Conferences, White House Office of Public 
Liaison, or Martin Petersen, 202/254-8000. To be accorded a place 
on the hearing agenda and for specific information, please contact the 
appropriate hearing clerk as specified below; 
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HEARING SCHEDULE 


Session Times: 2 PM to 5 PM 6 PM to 9 PM 
Washington, D. C. 


MONDAY FEBRUARY 23. 1976 


Small Business Administration 
Room 214 

1441 L Street, N. W. 


Hearing Clerk : 

Donald Perry 
SBA - Room 1023 
1441 L Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20416 
382-3200 


Department of Justice 
Great Hall 

19th 8t Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 


Hearing Clerk: 

Terrance McDonald 

Antitrust Division 

Department of Justice, Room 3143 

10th & Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.O.20530 

739 - 479(5 




Department of the Treasury 

Main Treasury Room 4121 

15th & Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 


Hearing Clerk: 

Dave Lefeve 

Main Treasury, Room 1454 
15th 8r Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20220 
964-5487 or 964-8079 


TUESDAY FEBRUARY 24. 1976 
Department of Transportation Hearing Clerk: 


Room 2230 

400 7th Street, S. W. 


Department of Commerce 
Main Auditorium 

14th and Constitution Avenue, N. W. 


Department of Labor 

New Department of Labor Building 

Auditorium 

3rd & Constitution Avenue, N.W. 


Joe Del Vecchio 

Department of Transportation Room 9424 
400 7th Street, S. W. 

Washington, D. C. 20590 
426-4283 

Hearing Clerk : 

Fred Prince 

Department of Commerce 
Room 7622 

14th & Constitution Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20230 
967-2921 

Hearing Clerk: 

John Leslie 

New Department of Labor Building - Si 032 

3rd & Constitution Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20210 
523-7316 
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WEDNESDAY FEBRUARY 25. 1976 


Federal Energy Administration 

Room 3000 A 

New Post Office Building 

12th tt Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 


Energy Research & Development 
Administration 

20 Massachusetts Avenue, N. W. 


Hearing Clerk: 

Bill Jackson 

New Post Office Building Room 4310 
12th tt Pennsylvania, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20461 
961-6055 

Hearing Clerk: 

Susan Hus kiss on 
Energy Research & Development 
Administration 
7th Floor 

20 Massachusetts Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20545 
376-4074 


Department of State 

Department of Defense 

Veteran's Administration 

Joint Location 

Departmental Auditorium 

12th & 14th Streets & Constitution Ave. 

r 


Hearing Clerks : 

Anne Cary 
Department of State 
New State Building Room 7208 
2201 C. Street, N. W. 

Washington, D.C. 20520 
632-0549 

Robert Workman 

Department of Defense 

Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense 

Room 3 D 281 

Pentagon 

Washington, D. C. 20301 
697-3402 

Enar H. Sanders 
Planning & Evaluation - 076 
Veteran's Administration 
810 Vermont Avenue, N. W. 

Washington, D.C. 20420 
389-2565 


THURSDAY FEBRUARY 26, 1976 

Department of Interior Hearing Clerk; 

Main Auditorium Mrs. Jean Hawkins 

18th & C Streets, N. W. Department of Interior Room 5125 

18th & C Streets, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 
343-8331 
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General Services Administration 
Hearing Room 460 
Van Guard Building 
1111 20th Street, N. W. 


-5- 


Hearing Clerk: 

Mary Arsenoff 

Van Guard Building Room 427 
1111 20th Street. N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20649 
254-8820 


FRIDAY FEBRUARY 27, 1976 


Environmental Protection Agency 
Visitors Center - 1st Floor - West Tower 
401 M Street, S.W. ' 


Department of Agriculture 
Agriculture - South Building 
Jefferson Auditorium 
14th & Independence Avenue, S.W. 


Hearing Clerk: 

Tim Stanceu 
Room 3002-C 

Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20460 
755-2265 

• 

Hearing Clerk: 

Eugene Meyer 

Agriculture Administration Building 
Room 112A 

14th Street & Jefferson Drive, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20250 
447-4443 


Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 
GSA Auditorium 
7th & D Streets, S. W. 


r* r n 


Health, Education and Welfare 

Main Auditorium 

330 Independence^ venue, S.W. 




Hearing Clerk: 

Sharon Tinsley 
451 7th Street, S.W. Room 8106 
Washington, D. C. 20410 
755-5537 


Hearing Clerk: 

Jean Glenn 

Health, Education and Welfare Room 3410 
330 Independence Avenue, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20201 
• 245-6357 ' ' t 


J. 

Assistant to the ] 






BaroodJ 

President and Director 
Office of Public Liaison 




/ Virginia H. Knauer . ■ 

Spfeyial Assistant to the President 
^for Consumer Affairs 


(PR Doc.76—3986 Plied 2-6-76;8:45 ami 
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

f Notice 1976-16] 

ADVISORY OPINIONS 

The Federal Election Commission an¬ 
nounces the publication today of Ad¬ 
visory Opinions 1975-91, 1975-94, 1975- 
104, 1975-108, 1975-124, and 1975-129. 
The Commission’s opinions are in re¬ 
sponse to questions raised by individuals 
holding Federal office, candidates for 
Federal office and political committees, 
with respect to whether any specific 
transaction or activity by such individual, 
candidate, or political committee would 
constitute a violation of the Federal Elec¬ 
tion Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 
of Chapters 95 or 96 of Title 26, United 
States Code, or of Sections 608, 610, 611, 
613. 614, 615, 616, or 617 of Title 18 
United States Code. 

The Advisory Opinions which follow 
were approved by the Commission at its 
regular meeting of January 29, 1976, 
which was prior to the rendering of the 
Supreme Court decision in “Buckley v. 
Valeo” on January 30,1976. The opinions 
are published as approved by the Com¬ 
mission although it should be noted that 
any holding in any opinion that relates 
to 18 U.S.C. 608(a), 608(c) or 608(e) is 
modified by the Supreme Court decision 
which held those sections to be invalid 
under the First Amendment. However, 
section 608(c) was held to be applicable 
to presidential candidates eligible and 
applying for public funds under Chap¬ 
ters 95 or 96 of the Internal Revenue 
Code. Title 26. U.S. Code. 

Advisory Opinion 1975-91 

EXPENDITURES BY THE DEMOCRATIC NA¬ 
TIONAL COMMITTEE AND OTHER POLITICAL 

COMMITTEES TO DEFRAY EXPENSES OF 

DELEGATES AND ALTERNATES TO THE PRES¬ 
IDENTIAL NOMINATING CONVENTION 

This advisory opinion is issued under 2 
U.S.C. 437f in response to a request 
submitted by Sheldon Cohen on behalf of 
the Democratic National Committee 
(DNC) which was published as AOR 
1975-91 in the November 4, 1975, Federal 
Register (40 FR 51356). Interested par¬ 
ties were given an opportunity to submit 
written comments relating to the 
request. 

The DNC wishes to know under what 
circumstances could expenses of dele¬ 
gates and alternates participating in the 
presidential nominating convention be 
defrayed by either the DNC or state and 
local party committees without violating 
26 U.S.C. 9008. On January 15. 1976, the 
Commission adopted the proposed regu¬ 
lation on convention financing for trans¬ 
mittal to Congress. The conclusions 
reached in this advisory opinion are 
based upon the provisions in that pro¬ 
posed regulations. 

The statute provides that the DNC 
may not defray the expenses of delegates 
and candidates with public funds (26 
U.S.C. 9008(c)). However, the DNC may 
use public funds to defray the expenses 
of a person who is participating at the 
.convention in the capacity of official con¬ 


vention personnel of the national party, 
even though that person is simultan¬ 
eously a delegate or candidate to the 
convention. Otherwise, delegate and 
candidate expenses may be defrayed by 
the DNC with private funds, but the 
amount of the private funds so expended 
will count toward the party’s $2 million 
expenditure limitation and entitlement. 
See $ 120.2(e) (11) of the proposed regu¬ 
lation. For example, if the DNC spends 
$250,000 for delegate expenses from pri¬ 
vate funds, its entitlement to public 
funds and the amount the DNC may 
spend for other convention expenses will 
be reduced by that amount to $1,750,000. 
If, however, the state or local party com¬ 
mittees wish to defray the expenses of 
delegates to the convention, those ex¬ 
penditures are not only permissible, but 
also they will not be considered to be 
expenditures made by the national party 
under 26 U.S.C. § 9008(d)(1), and thus 
not counted toward the national party’s 
expenditure limitation or against its en¬ 
titlement. See § 121.5. The Commission 
points out that Convention expenditures 
of 26 U.S.C. § 9008 are separate from 
expenditures under 18 U.S.C. § 608. Con¬ 
sequently, the reporting requirements 
and expenditure limitations applicable 
to delegate-candidates outlined in Ad¬ 
visory Opinion 1975-12 remain intact (40 
FR 55596, Nov. 28. 1975). 

Finally, the DNC suggests that they 
could receive their full entitlement and 
still defray the expenses of delegates with 
additional private funds if the Commis¬ 
sion allows them the exception provided 
in 26 U.S.C. 9008(d)(3). The only way 
that a national party may spend more 
than its limit, whether or not the party 
accepts all, part, or none of its public 
fund entitlements, is if the Commission 
determines under section 9008(d)(3) 
that the extra expenditures are “due to 
extraordinary and unforeseen circum¬ 
stances.” Congressional intent indicates 
that such exceptions would be made 
“only in cases in which events of a catas¬ 
trophic nature overwhelmingly imperil 
the operation of a presidential nomi¬ 
nating convention”. H. Rept. 1239, 93d 
Cong., 2d Sess. 34 (1974). 

Based on this statutory language and 
history, the Commission does not at this 
time consider the impecunious status of 
delegates to fall within the exception of 
being “unforeseen” or “catastrophic”. 

Finally, the Commission is of the opin¬ 
ion that any reference in this advisory 
opinion to “delegates” is equally ap¬ 
plicable to alternates. 

This advisory opinion is issued on an 
interim basis pending final promulgation 
bv the Commission of rules and regula¬ 
tions or policy statements of general ap¬ 
plicability. 

Advisory Opinion 1975-94 

PAYMENT BY CANDIDATE OF OUT-OF-POCKET 

COSTS OF SERVICES PROVIDED BY COR¬ 
PORATION 

This advisory opinion is issued pur¬ 
suant to 2 U.S.C. 437f in response to a 
request by Donald E. Knickrehm, Treas¬ 


urer, Ken Pursley for Congress Commit¬ 
tee. The request was published in the 
November 4, 1975, Federal Register (40 
FR 51357), and interested parties were 
given an opportunity to submit written 
comments pertaining to the request. No 
comments were received. 

The requesting party seeks an advi¬ 
sory opinion indicating: 

1. Whether a corporation which owns 
a restaurant may legally allow a can¬ 
didate to hold a cocktail party or dinner 
at the restaurant if the candidate pays 
the actual costs of such cocktail party 
or dinner; 

2. Whether a corporation may legally 
lend to or provide for the use of candi¬ 
dates or their committees equipment 
such as typewriters, copying equipment 
and airplanes, where the candidate or 
committee pays only the cost of operat¬ 
ing such equipment and whether such 
transactions would constitute contribu¬ 
tions if made by persons other than cor¬ 
porations and; 

3. Whether the performance of cam¬ 
paign work by an employee of a corpora¬ 
tion during normal working hours would 
constitute a prohibited contribution by 
such corporation. 

In response to the first question, the 
Commission's opinion is that a corpora¬ 
tion which owns a restaurant may legally 
allow a candidate to hold a cocktail party 
or dinner at its restaurant but could pro¬ 
vide the restaurant facilities and food 
and beverages therein only at normal 
comparable charges. However, under 18 
U.S.C. 591(e)(5) discounts from the 
charges for food and beverages not ex¬ 
ceeding a cumulative value of $500 per 
candidate per election may be given so 
long as the food and beverage are pro¬ 
vided at a charge at least equal to cost. 
The Commission would regard as cost 
the normal comparable charge for the 
food and beverage less the vendor’s 
profit. Since 18 U.S.C. 610 generally 
prohibits corporations from making con¬ 
tributions, the restaurant may give the 
described discounts only to the extent of 
a cumulative value of $500 for each elec¬ 
tion and each candidate to whom the 
food and beverages are sold. The candi¬ 
date must report all pavments for food 
and beverages under 2 U.S.C. 434. 

With regard to the second question 
raised in the request, the Commission 
would advise that the provision to the 
candidate of the use of equipment such 
as tvpewriters, copying equipment and 
airplanes, at cost would constitute an in- 
kind contribution. The term “contribu¬ 
tion” is defined in 2 U.S.C. 431(e) (1) and 
18 U.S.C. 591(e)(1) as “ * * 0 a gift, 
subscription, loan, advance, or deposit of 
money or anvthing of value * 0 
(emphasis added). Since the equipment 
described in the request clearly has value 
over and above the cost of operating such 
equipment, the Commission would regard 
the use of such equipment as a contribu¬ 
tion. unless the supplier is reimbursed 
for the normal and usual charge. In its 
proposed regulation on disclosure, adopt¬ 
ed on November 25, 1975, the Commission 
stated that; 
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The usual and normal charge of any good 
shall be the retail price of that good In the 
market from which It ordinarily would have 
been purchased at the time of its contribu¬ 
tion. 

The usual and normal charge of any serv¬ 
ices, other than those provided by an un¬ 
paid volunteer, shall be the prevailing hour¬ 
ly or piecework rate charged for such services 
prevailing at the time such services were 
rendered. 

Thus, for example, the Commission 
would regard the provision of a typewrit¬ 
er to a candidate at cost as an in-kind 
contribution (subject to limit under 18 
U.S.C. 608) in the amount of the differ¬ 
ence between the cost of operating the 
typewriter and normal and usual charge 
for the rental of such typewriter. Cor¬ 
porations are prohibited by 18 U.S.C. 610 
from making such contributions. 

As to the third question, the payment 
of the salary or other compensation for 
services to a candidate’s campaign by 
any person other than the candidate is 
a contribution under 2 U.S.C. 431(e) (4) 
and 18 U.S.C. 591(e) (4). Thus, the pay¬ 
ment of compensation for this purpose 
by a corporation is also prohibited by 18 
U.S.C. 610. However, the Commission 
also concluded in its proposed regulation 
on disclosure that: 

No compensation is paid: (i) To an 
employee who: 

(A) Is paid on an hourly or salaried 
basis; 

(B) Is expected to perform duties for 
an employer for a particular number of 
hours per period; and 

(C) Engages in political activity dur¬ 
ing what would otherwise be a regular 
work period; 

if the taken or released time is made up 
or completed by that employee within a 
reasonable period. 

(ii) To an employee who is paid on a 
commission or piecework basis, or is paid 
only for work actually performed, whose 
time is considered the employee’s own 
to use as he or she sees fit and who en¬ 
gages in political activity during what 
would otherwise be normal working 
hours. 

(iii) Where the time used by the em¬ 
ployee to engage in political activity is 
bona fide, although compensable, vaca¬ 
tion time or other earned leave time. Un¬ 
der these conditions and if such serv¬ 
ices are provided on a voluntary basis, 
there would be no contribution under 18 
U.S.C. 610. Further, since the definitions 
in 2 U.S.C. 431 and 18 U.S.C. 591 are in 
this instance parallel, there would be no 
contribution for the purpose of the 18 
U.S.C. 608(b) limitations. 

This advisory opinion is issued on an 
interim basis only pending promulgation 
by the Commission of rules and regula¬ 
tions or policy statements of general ap¬ 
plicability. 

Advisory Opinion 1975-104 

PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS ALLOCATING 
CONTRIBUTIONS EQUALLY AMONG PARTNERS 

This advisory opinion is rendered 
under 2 U.S.C. § 437f in response to a 
request submitted by Senator Claiborne 


Pell which was published in the Novem¬ 
ber 12, 1975, Federal Register (40 FR 
52797>. Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit written comments 
relating to the request. One comment was 
received. 

Senator Pell requests an advisory 
opinion indicating whether, in light of 
the Commission’s Advisory Opinion 
1975-17, a partnership may, by agree¬ 
ment, allocate a contribution equally 
among the partners and not in accord¬ 
ance with their partnership interests. Il 
A dvisory Opinion 1975-17, the Commis¬ 
sion decided that: 

* • • when a partnership makes a con¬ 
tribution to a candidate for Federal office 
it counts against each individual partner's 
limitation under 18 U.S.C. 608(b) (1) in direct 
proportion to each partner's share of part¬ 
nership profits • • * 

The rationale for this decision was 
that to allocate the contribution other¬ 
wise might result in some partners mak¬ 
ing contributions in the names of other 
partners, which would constitute a vio¬ 
lation of 18 U.S.C. 614, and might per¬ 
mit a partner to indirectly exceed his or 
her contribution limitation under 18 
U.S.C. 608. For example, if a two mem¬ 
ber partnership, in which each partner 
has an equal share, were to make a $1,000 
contribution and attribute it only to 
partner A, partner B would have made a 
$500 contribution in the name of part¬ 
ner A, since one half of the partnership 
funds belong to him. This situation could 
be remedied by either attributing the 
contribution equally between partners 
A and B or by reducing only partner A’s 
share of the partnership profits by 
$ 1 , 000 . 

Thus, the Commission’s opinion is that, 
while, as was held in Advisory Opinion 
1975-17, a contribution by a partnership 
is generally attributable to each partner 
in direct proportion to his or her share 
of the partnership profits, there is no 
reason why the partners may not agree 
to attribute the contribution otherwise, 
provided (1) that only the profits of the 
partners to whom the contribution is at¬ 
tributed are reduced (or losses increased) 
and (2) that these partners’ profits are 
reduced (or losses increased) in the ex¬ 
act amount of the portion of the con¬ 
tribution attributed to them. 

This advisory opinion is issued on an 
interim basis pending promulgation by 
the Commission of rules and regulations 
or policy statements of general applica¬ 
bility. 

Advisory Opinion 1975-108 
effect of expenditure and contribution 

PROVISIONS OF THE FECA 

This advisory opinion is issued pur¬ 
suant to 2 U.S.C. 437f in response to a 
request submitted by the United States 
Labor Party (hereinafter called “Labor 
Party”). The request was published in 
the December 1, 1975 Federal Register 
(40 FR 55827). Interested parties were 
given an opportunity to submit written 
comments pertaining to the request. No 
comments were received. 


The Labor Party states that it is a 
political organization which runs can¬ 
didates for various State and Federal 
offices, including the Presidency of the 
United States. The candidates support 
the Party’s Policy program and general 
goals regardless of the office sought. The 
Party asks four questions concerning the 
effect of the expenditure and contribu¬ 
tion provisions of the Federal Election 
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and 
pertinent sections of Title 18, United 
States Code (“the Act”) on certain 
types of public appearances by its can¬ 
didates. 

The first and third questions ask 
whether the Act is applicable to the 
costs incurred by or on behalf of Labor 
Party candidates for Federal office who 
make appearances on behalf of causes 
which the request states are “not di¬ 
rectly concerned with their electoral 
campaigns.” The appearances are spon¬ 
sored by groups which are not affiliated 
with the Labor Party. 

In regard to the first and third ques¬ 
tions. costs incurred by Federal candi¬ 
dates of the Labor Party in making non- 
party appearances may be expenditures 
within the meaning of the Act. It is the 
Commission’s view that appearances be¬ 
fore a substantial number of people who 
comprise a part of the electorate with 
respect to which the individual is a Fed¬ 
eral candidate are presumably made for 
the purpose of enhancing the candidacy. 
Thus, the costs incurred by or on behalf 
of the candidate in making such ap¬ 
pearances are reportable by the candi¬ 
date as expenditures and are subject to 
the limitations and prohibitions in 18 
U.S.C. 608, 610, 611, 613, et seq. There is 
no need to compute the quantity or qual¬ 
ity of the influence of future voting; it is 
the presumed purpose to influence the 
nomination or election that controls and 
leads to the conclusion that expenditures 
have been made. fSee AO 1975-13 (40 FR 
36746. August 21, 1975) and AO 1975-20 
(40 FR 45292, October 1, 1975).! 

The Labor Party’s second question con¬ 
cerns the treatment of donations to or¬ 
ganizations which are not affiliated with 
the Labor Party. Specifically, if a Labor 
Party candidate appears at an event 
sponsored by an organization which is 
not affiliated with the Party and if do¬ 
nations are made by members of the au¬ 
dience to the sponsoring organization, 
are the donations to be considered as con¬ 
tributions by the Labor Party or the can¬ 
didate to the organization which spon¬ 
sored the event. Additionally, would the 
organization receiving the contribution 
be transformed into a political commit¬ 
tee (assuming the amount to be in excess 
of $1,000)? 

As a general matter, the Commission 
would not view a donation by a third 
party to an organization before which 
a Labor Party candidate appears as a 
contribution from the Party or the can¬ 
didate to the sponsoring organization. 
This conclusion is premised on the as¬ 
sumption that neither the Labor Party 
or its candidate exercises any control or 
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has any prior arrangement with the 
sponsoring organization as to the use of 
the donations received by the sponsoring 
organization. 

Finally, the Labor Party asks whether 
it may pay for the costs of party ap¬ 
pearances by its presidential candidate 
having such costs counted as expendi¬ 
tures within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. 431 
(f) and 18 U.S.C. 591(f). 

The same issue has already been ad¬ 
dressed by the Commission in response 
to an opinion request by the Republican 
National Committee. (See AO 1975-72 
appearing in 40 FR 56588, De¬ 
cember 3, 1975). The Commission noted 
pertinently: 

It Is the opinion of the Commission that a 
political party may designate any person to 
represent them at a legitimate party promo¬ 
tional event. If such person is a candidate 
under the Federal Election Campaign Act, as 
amended, the Commission will presume after 
January 1 of a presidential election year, 
• • • that the candidate's appearances ben¬ 
efit his candidacy directly and must be 
treated as subject to the provisions of the 
FECA, as amended. The Commission is also 
of the opinion that candidate appearances at 
a legitimate party promotional event, prior to 
January 1 of a presidential election year are 
party building in nature and are not inher¬ 
ently intended to Influence the candidate's 
nomination for election to Federal office. 
Therefore, these appearances are not subject 
to the limitations of the FECA. as amended, 
as long as they are in compliance with the 
guidelines set forth herein. 

• • • • * 

• • • The post January 1 appearances will 
be presumed to be candidate-related and will 
be governed by the relevant portions of the 
FECA. as amended. Those before January 1 
will be presumed not to be candidate-related. 
The Commission's conclusions may be re¬ 
butted upon a showing, inter alia, that the 
solicitations for the party event, or the set¬ 
ting of the event, or the remarks made by 
candidates who were invited to attend were 
"for the purpose of influencing the nomina¬ 
tion for election, or election, of [that candi¬ 
date^)] to Federal office." (See 2 U.S.C. 
431 (c) and (f); 18 U.S.C. 591 (e) and (f).) 
Moreover, the Commission presumes that in 
the period prior to January 1, 1975. the 
[Party] will accord equitable treatment of all 
of its • • • candidates. 

The principles established in AO 1975- 
72 will apply to party-building appear¬ 
ances by Labor Party candidates. Al¬ 
though there is a distinction between 
the Republican National Committee and 
the Labor Party, in that the former is a 
major party (as defined in 26 U.S.C. 
9002(6)), while the latter is neither a 
major nor a minor party (as defined in 
26 U.S.C. 9002(7)), the Commission does 
not believe the distinction is germane if 
the presidential candidate appearances 
involve legitimate party promotional 
events. The Act implicitly recognizes the 
importance of encouraging stronger and 
more competitive major, minor and new 
parties (see Report of Senate Rules and 
Administration Comm, to accompany S. 
3044, No. 93-689, pp. 7-8) . 5 Obviously, if 

1 Within the context of the report, the 
terms minor and new parties appear to cover 
all political parties other than the two 
major parties. 


the Labor Party is obliged to count the 
costs incurred on behalf of appearances 
by its presidential candidate at a legiti¬ 
mate party promotional event, this would 
only serve to weaken the party: it would 
also involve an invidious discrimination 
against the Labor Party. 

This advisory opinion is issued on an 
interim basis only pending promulgation 
by the Commission of rules and regula¬ 
tions or policy statements of general ap¬ 
plicability. 

Concurring Opinion of Commissioner 
Harris 

Commissioner Harris, concurring in 
the result: I think AO 1975-72 is erron¬ 
eously decided, and as respects the final 
issue dealt with in this opinion concur in 
the result only to avoid discrimination 
against the U.S. Labor Party. 

Thomas E. Harris, 
Commissioner for the 
Federal Election Commission. 

Advisory Opinion 1975-124 

STATUS OF COPIES OF FEDERAL ELECTION 

REPORTS FILED WITH THE VARIOUS SEC¬ 
RETARIES OF STATE; EFFECT OF FEDERAL 

ELECTLON LAWS 

Tliis advisory opinion is rendered un¬ 
der 2 U.S.C. 437f in response to a re¬ 
quest by Robert L. Brewster. The request 
was published as AOR 1975-124 in the 
Federal Register on December 31, 1975 
(40 FR 60166). Interested parties were 
given an opportunity to submit written 
comments. One comment was received. 

The request deals with the status of 
copies of Federal election reports filed 
with various Secretaries of State, the 
effect of Federal election laws on Florida 
election laws, and the use of volunteer 
workers who receive U.S. Social Security 
funds. 

Mr. Brewster first inquired whether it 
is illegal for anyone to use for political 
fundraising purposes the information 
contained in the campaign contribution 
reports submitted by various candidates 
for public office and filed with the var¬ 
ious Secretaries of State pursuant to 2 
U.S.C. 439. Section 438(a)(4) of Title 2, 
United States Code as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the Federal Election 
Commission to make the reports and state¬ 
ments filed with it available for public in¬ 
spection and copying • • • Provided, that 
any information copied from such reports 
and statements shall not be sold or utilized 
by any person for the purpose of soliciting 
contributions or for any commercial pur¬ 
pose. 

The Commission concludes that the 
quoted language prohibits across-the- 
board the solicitation of contributions 
by utilizing information copied from 
campaign reports and statements. It 
matters not whether such reports and 
statements are those maintained by the 
Federal Election Commission or those 
maintained by State officials. The fore¬ 
going conclusion is supported by the fact 


that the information filed with the Sec¬ 
retaries of State itself is in the form of 
a “copy” of the documents required to be 
filed with the Commission, the Secretary 
of the Senate, or the Clerk of the House. 
2 U.S.C. 439(a). By its own nature, there¬ 
fore, the information contained in the 
State-filed documents is within the scope 
of 2 U.S.C. 438(a). To otherwise allow 
such use of that information merely be¬ 
cause it is copied from reports main¬ 
tained by State officials w'ould clearly 
circumvent the purpose of the law. 

The Freedom of Information Act would 
not affect the restriction on the use of 
information contained in campaign re¬ 
ports and statements simply because such 
information is made public. Nor would 
State laws affect the Federal prohibition 
of the use of that information. (See 
below.) 

It was inquired whether it is legal to 
use for fundraising purposes the Alpha¬ 
betical Listing of 1972 Presidential Cam¬ 
paign Receipts published by the General 
Accounting Office in 1973. The informa¬ 
tion contained in that listing was ob¬ 
tained from the reports of receipts and 
expenditures filed with the Office of Fed¬ 
eral Elections (within the General Ac¬ 
counting Office) pursuant to sections 
303(a) and 304(a) of the Federal Elec¬ 
tion Campaign Act of 1971. Section 308 

(a) (4) of that Act (2 U.S.C. 438(a) (4)) 
prohibited the use of such Information 
for soliciting contribution for commer¬ 
cial purposes. The Federal Election Cam¬ 
paign Act Amendments of 1974 while 
transferring the responsibilities of the 
General Accounting Office to the Fed¬ 
eral Election Commission, did not alter 
the restrictions upon the use of infor¬ 
mation copied from the records filed with 
the appropriate authority. Furthermore, 
the 1974 Amendments provided specif¬ 
ically for the transfer of copies of “all 
appropriate records, documents, mem¬ 
orandums^ and papers” from the Gen¬ 
eral Accounting Office to the Federal 
Election Commission. Section 208(a) of 
the Federal Election Campaign Act 
Amendments of 1974 adding Section 315 

(b) to the 1971 Act (88 Stat. 1263 at 
1286). The intent of Congress to retain 
the restriction upon the use of informa¬ 
tion contained in reports previously filed 
with the General Accounting Office, but 
now maintained by the Commission, 
seems clear. Consequently, the Commis¬ 
sion concludes that the Alphabetical 
Listing of 1972 Presidential Campaign 
Receipts cannot be used in any manner 
prohibited by 2 U.S.C. 438(a)(4). 

Mr. Brewster inquired whether a Fed¬ 
eral candidate who is required to have 
a committee (2 U.S.C. 432(f)(1)) must 
also file his own separate report. Ac¬ 
cording to 2 UJ3.C. 434(a)(1), both 
the committee supporting the candidate 
and the candidate himself must file a 
report of receipts and expenditures. How¬ 
ever, in accordance with 2 U.S.C. 436 
(b)(1), the Commission approved a pro- 
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posed regulation 1 2 which provides for 
waiver in certain instances of the per¬ 
sonal duty of a candidate to file reports 
of receipts and expenditures. The Com¬ 
mission may not grant the waivers until 
the Disclosure Regulations now before 
Congress are approved. 

It was also inquired whether it is legal 
to use “testimonial fundraising lists" for 
fundraising purposes. Federal law only 
prohibits the use for solicitation of con¬ 
tributions of information copied from 
reports and statements required to be 
filed by Federal candidates and commit¬ 
tees. 2 U.S.C. 438(a)(4). A testimonial 
fundraising list, provided that it is not 
derived from or copied from reports and 
statements filed by candidates or com¬ 
mittees, would not be a source of Infor¬ 
mation used to solicit contributions 
which is prohibited by Federal law. 
Whether State law prohibits the utiliza¬ 
tion of such lists for fundraising purposes 
is a matter to be determined by the State 
involved. 

Mr. Brewster inquired whether several 
provisions of Florida law would be nulli¬ 
fied by Federal law. Generally, the ex¬ 
tent to which Federal law preempts State 
law is stated in 2 U.S.C. 453: 

The provisions of [the Federal Election Cam¬ 
paign Act of 1971, as amended], and of rules 
prescribed under (the) Act. supersede and 
preempt any provision of State law with re¬ 
spect to election to Federal office. 

In addition, Section 104 of the Federal 
Election Campaign Act Amendments of 
1974, Pub. L. 93-443, 88 Stat. 1263 at 1272, 
states: 

The provisions of Chapter 29 of title 18. 
United States Code, relating to elections and 
political activities, supersede and preempt 
any provision of State law with respect to 
election to Federal office. 

The Commission refers Mr. Brewster 
to Opinion of Counsel <OC) 1975-14 
which was published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister (40 FR 3990, January 27. 1976). It 
deals in depth with the applicability of 
the above provisions to specific State 
statutes. The Commission, having noted 
OC 1975-14 without objection, hereby re¬ 
fers all persons who have inquires as to 
whether a particular State election stat¬ 
ute has been preempted by Federal law 
to that opinion. The Commission notes 
that, as in this instance, such inquiries 
do not ordinarily raise an issue as to 
whether “any specific transaction or ac¬ 
tivity by 1 any individual holding Federal 
office, any candidate for Federal office, 
or any political committee would consti¬ 
tute a violation of (chapter 14 of Title 2, 
United States Code], of chapter 95 or 
chapter 96 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954, or sections 608, 610, 611, 613, 614, 


1 Section 101.3 of the Proposed Rules on 
Disclosure of Federal Campaign Funds gen¬ 
erally relieves a candidate of the duty to 
personally file reports of receipts and ex¬ 
penditures if such candidate flies FEC Form 

2 or a letter and states that he or she will 
transfer all contributions personally received 
to his or her principal campaign committee 
and will not commingle personal and politi¬ 
cal funds. The proposed rules were trans¬ 
mitted to Congress on December 3, 1975. 
Copies are available at the Commission. 


615, 616, or 617 of title 18. United States 
Code.” 2 U.S.C. 437f. Therefore. Mr. 
Brewster’s request will be answered with 
an opinion of counsel rather than in this 
opinion. 

Finally, Mr. Brewster inquired whether 
he may use as “voluntary workers" two 
persons who receive U.S. Social Security 
funds. Section 431(e)(5)(A) of Title 2. 
United States Code, and 18 U.S.C. 591(e) 
(5) (A) both provide that the term “con¬ 
tribution" does not include “the value of 
services provided without compensation 
by individuals who volunteer a portion or 
all of their time on behalf of a candidate 
or political committee". The receipt of 
Social Security funds does not constitute 
“compensation" within the meaning of 
the preceding provisions. If the services 
provided by the workers referred to are 
gratuitous in nature, they need not be 
reported nor otherwise treated as contri¬ 
butions. No other provision within the 
Commissions purview appears to prevent 
your use of such volunteer workers. 2 
U.S.C. 437(a)(9). 427f(a). The Commis¬ 
sion notes that Mr. Brewster indirectly 
refers to 18 U.S.C. 604 pertaining to so¬ 
licitation from persons on relief, and 42 
U.S.C. 2943(c) which pertains to political 
activity of Community Action Agencies, 
and their officers and employees. These 
particular statutes' are not under the 
jurisdiction of the Commission. The 
Commission refers Mr. Brewster to the 
Justice Department for clarification of 
the applicability of these statutes to his 
activities. 

This advisory opinion is issued on an 
interim basis pending promulgation by 
the Commission of rules and regula¬ 
tions or policy statements of general 
applicability. 

Advisory Opinion 1975-129 

ACCEPTANCE OP MAXIMUM INDIVIDUAL CON¬ 
TRIBUTIONS BY A NON-MAJOR POLITICAL 

PARTY 

This advisory opinion is rendered un¬ 
der 2 U.S.C. 437f in response to a request 
submitted on behalf of the National 
Committee of the Libertarian Party 
(hereinafter the LNC) which was pub¬ 
lished in the January 12, 1976, Federal 
Register (40 FR 1864). Interested parties 
were given an opportunity to submit 
written comments relating to the request. 
No comments were received. 

The LNC raises the question of 
whether its organization, a non-major 
political party, may accept unearmarked 
contributions up to the maximum indi¬ 
vidual contribution limit of $25,000 per 
calendar year under 18 U.S.C. 608(b) 
(3). 

In AO 1975-4 (40 FR 29793, July 15. 
1975) the Commission determined that 
contributions to the Democratic National 
Committee (hereinafter the DNC) are 
subject to the $25,000 aggregate individ¬ 
ual contribution limitation, 18 U.S.C. 
608(b)(3). 

In AO 1975-74 (40 FR 51353, Novem¬ 
ber 4. 1975) the Commission noted that, 
“in the event the political committee 
comes within the scope of the specialized 
definition set forth in 18 U.S.C. 608(b) 
(2) • • • then all contributions to the 
committee will be construed as unear¬ 


marked (not directed to a specific Fed¬ 
eral candidate] in the absence of evi¬ 
dence to the contrary." The Commission 
in the same opinion further stated that, 
“An organization which meets these cri¬ 
teria may support a wide range of can¬ 
didates and issues and thus cannot be 
automatically viewed as a mere conduit 
to the campaign(s) of a small group of 
Federal candidates. This does not mean 
that a small, multicandidate committee, 
which fully satisfies the criteria of sec¬ 
tion 608(b) (2) can never be construed 
as earmarking its monies to a particular 
Federal candidate or candidates. How¬ 
ever, because such cases will involve 
varying factual circumstances and will 
not be susceptible to a neat characteri¬ 
zation, the Commission will deal with 
them as they arise." (40 FR 51354, No¬ 
vember 4, 1975) 

The LNC has stated to the Commission 
that it is a registered political committee 
to which 18 U.S.C. 608<b>(2) applies; 
that the most substantial portion of the 
contributions it receives are expected to 
be allocated to its operating costs; and 
that it is neither a principal campaign 
committee, nor a committee authorized 
in writing to accept contributions on 
behalf of any candidate, nor a single¬ 
candidate committee. The LNC has 
nominated Presidential and Vice Presi¬ 
dential candidates, and in 1976 will run 
at least one hundred candidates for the 
Senate and House of Representatives in 
over thirty states. The LNC also repre¬ 
sents that it engages in activities outside 
of those which directly influence specific 
elections. The LNC supports voter regis¬ 
tration and “get-out-the-vote" drives; 
it provides speakers, organizes volunteer 
workers, and publicizes issues of impor¬ 
tance to the party and its adherents. In 
a subsequent communication to the Com¬ 
mission the LNC stated that it is the or¬ 
ganization responsible for the day-to-day 
operation of the Libertarian Party at the 
National level, 18 U.S.C. 591 (k). 

The Commission’s opinions in AO 
1975-4 and AO 1975-74 are hereby made 
applicable to this request and. subject to 
the conditions set forth in those opinions, 
the LNC may accept contributions from 
an individual up to a maximum of 
$25,000 in 1975 and another $25,000 in 
1976. See also AO 1975-48 (40 FR 55600, 
November 28, 1975). 

In answer to LNC’s inquiry as to the 
placing of unearmarked $25,000 contri¬ 
butions in an escrow account, it is the 
Commission’s opinion that 18 U.S.C. 591 
(e) includes within its scope such an es¬ 
crow agreement. Consequently, contribu¬ 
tions escrowed in 1975-will be regarded 
as made in 1975 ana will not count 
against the individual contributor’s 1976 
limit. 

This advisory opinion is issued on an 
interim basis only pending promulgation 
by the Commission of rules and regula¬ 
tions or policy statements of general 
applicability. 

Dated: February 3, 1976. 

Neil Staebler, 

Vice Chairman for the 
Federal Election Commission. 

|FR Doc.76-3729 Filed 2-6-70;8:45 ami 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Forest Service 

ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENTS UNDER 
PREPARATION AS OF DECEMBER 15, 1975 

Quarterly Report 

A list of environmental statements is 
here published to provide timely public 
information on the status of Forest Serv¬ 
ice environmental statements under 
preparation as of December 15, 1975. 
Persons interested in particular action 
and environmental statement should 
contact the responsible official directly. 

For ease in use of this list, statements 
are grouped by Forest Service organiza¬ 
tional units proposing the action. State¬ 
ments marked with an asterisk indicate, 
in total or in part, land use planning, 
developments, or activities within inven¬ 
toried roadless areas. National Forest in¬ 
ventoried roadless areas are defined as 
roadless and undeveloped areas 5,000 
acres or larger, except that smaller areas 
adjoining existing Wilderness and Primi¬ 
tive Areas could be included. Existing 
Wilderness and Primitive Areas are ex¬ 
cluded from this definition. 

Forest Service field addresses are given 
at the end of the listing of environmental 
statements. 

Einar L. Roget, 

Acting Deputy Chief, 

Forest Service. 
















FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 













FOREST SERVICE ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMH 
UNDER PREPARATION AS OF 12/15/75 


NOTICES 


5759 


*d 

0 

rH 

4-> 

cd 

r~* 

0 d 

£ 

4-> *H 

•rH 

cd CH 

4-> 

G 

iO 

m 

w 

o 


O' 0 
+-> P-J +-> 
m U 


Q 

0 

+-> 

cd 

Q 


cd 

**d 


0 


u« 


4-> 

10 

0 

V* 

O 


0 

rH 

3 ra 

So 

O *H 

cum 

to m 

0 o 

PC 


o • 
to o 
X? 4-> 

m o 

O r-i *Tj 

«d d - 

d) w rt 0 
H O 

3 CL -H 
+-> O - O 
vd jp» • * H 
^ cX ^ ^ 

• 5h 


£ 7} 

O cd 

•H 10 

+-> O 

cd m pt, 

o o o 
o u 

G 0< 


cd 

s 


o 

•H 

I 


o 


+-> 

d 

0 

§ 

cd 

+-> 

CO 


( 1 ) 

u 


H 


C 

•rl 0 

m co 

m 

O 4 J 
to 
C O 
O 4. 

+- o 

DOJ-U 

• H •* 
X < 
to Q 
cd co 

o 


0 

£ 

0 

u o 

c m 

0 eg 
*d o 
d CM 
0 

& 

dH 


ou d 
o 

. +-> 

4-> DO 

r ^.s 

rd .C 

+-> to 
rq cd 


r^- 


K) 


0 


6 

•H 

4-> 

Cd 

rH 

CO 

DO 

•S 


\D 


CM 


r— 


LO 


r- 


co 


vO 


r- 


vO 

Ln 

LO 

vO 

r- 


f— 






vO 

vO 

CSJ 

LO 


!g 

r* DO 

to 0 

c/D £ 


t 

CO 

p< 

0 

> 

•H 

OC 

to 

• H 

o 

d 


0 


Cd 

O g 

d «m 

CO DO 
\ d 
5 h *H 
0 pC 

to 
cd cd 
PQ ^ 


g 

WD 

uD* 

'd 

rH 03 

•h d 
> m 
co 

«P 

•H Pt 
DO 0 
Cd > 

^ -H 

co cx 


vO 


r- 


f 

co 

to 

to 

0 

e 

o 

•X3 


0 

DO 


1 

1 



*4-> Jh 
0 0 
•H > 
t— «H 
« G 
to 

O 0 
rd m 
O *H 
CD cd 

* 


P» 

0 

l 



FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 




















WASHINGTON OFFICE CONTINUED 


NOTICES 


5761 


G 


c3 


rt o C 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

= +-> *rt 

•a ri u. 


t>- 


r-* 

+-> Q , 

•*S^. 




to 4-1 

W o 

to 


to 

CO 


O' G 
P W P 
4-i U 03 

. 

*13 P 
G G (/) 
P rH 0 
Oj *H 

Q P-t P 


G 

rH 

*H 03 


S' 


. . U 

O -H 
Q-4H 
to 4-1 
G O 
QC 


G 
to O 
O P 
4-1 G 

° -H ^ 

G CO S G 
P O PI T* 

3& ‘ 


o 

• »H 
G P> 

• P 
•H G 


6 ^ 

O Oj 

* H to 

+-> o 

05 4-1 Q* 

u o o 

O P 

PI Cl 


o3 

P 

S 


o 

p 

•H 

I 

4-1 

O 

G 


P 

g 

s 

rt 

P 

CO 


vO 

1^ 


vO 

r- 


LO 

r^- 


4-1 

G 


G 

O 

I 

to 

PS 


to 

to 03 
03 PS 
bO to 
P oJ 

o rH 

H <! 


•g 


rH p 
OO G 

i 


LO 

LO 

to 

vO 

LO 

vO 




r^- 

1^- 

r- 




\ 



CM 

CM 

CO 

to 

vO 

rH 


g § 


G 

1 

to 


G 

n3 

•H 

•8 

:§ 


L> rt 
•H tf) 

ga 

3 2 

PL 

uU 

P 

T* G 
rH > 


vO 

bO 

2 

CT> p 

G 

|H *3 

rP 

p 

P 

>N o3 

P G 

3 P 

O rH 

3 G 

:z o3 

CL Cl 

CO 



CO 


, e 

52 

p to 
O os 
:z; g 


vO 

C 

O co 

•H rH 
CO I 

to £ 
G 55 

a a 
a2 

to a, 

*5 

to p 

p. Eb 

a cS 


03 

ji§ 

P P 

o5 P 

Si 


g 

& 

orr 

rH 

H3 03 

rH tO 
•H O 

* a 

n3 P' 
03 Ph 
G 

X P 
P G 
o3 > 

rH »H 

CL. PS 

4: 


G 

to 

1 

PI 


if 

g g 

3*§ 


o3 

g 

•H 

z s 

0) ti 
W>< 

o c 

u o 

*H 
bOP 
P 03 
• H G 
g P 
8 u 

rH G 
Uh Oi 


g 


o3 

rH 

•iH 

bO 

G 

PI 


03 

rH 

to 

♦H 

bO 

G 

PI 


M 


p 1 
G 


1 

rH 

•H 


P P 

> > 
•H «H 

cc: os 

g.2 

JSg 

ctj o 
CO to 


^ O £ 
•H P 5 
PG X 
WHS 


to 

to 

I 


T3 


sg 

fcS 

O *H 
CJ 4h 
•H 

g to 
to 

P 03 
G rH 

H U 

« 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 









5762 


NOTICES 


*d 

0) 

4J 

cd 

4M 

O 

rH 

cd 

vO 

vO 

NO 

vO 

1 

a) 

q 

\ r>* 



n* 

•H 

4J 

*H 





U 

CO 

pa 

cd 

P 

Pm 

rH 

in 

in 



0) 

4J O' .U 
M-i W cd 
CI3 U TJ 
u ^ 

O • 

4J 

0) TJ CD 
4J Q) 0) 

cd tH 
p m 

Pm O 


43 iH 

•S3 

§3 

CL 4-1 
CO' M-l 
a> o 
Pd 


iH 


a) o 



00 -M 

q 


Sd a> 

o 


4M 

•H 


O H T3 * 

PC 


cd d ao 

0) 


<d co cd a; 

Pd 


MOP no 
o a -h 


* o 


H o 

cd u 
525 PM <U .O 
• M 
•H 0) 


a *h 
o cd 

•H 00 

4J o 
cd cu 
o o 
o u 
hJ pm 


vD 

r>* 


NO „ 


in 

vO 

in 

VO 

vO 

vO 

m 

vO 



r^ 


r* 

r^ 










V* 

00 

CM 

fH 

CM 

m 

co 

r- 

CM 


8 

GO 


GO M 
4) 0) 
Vi CM 
O 3 
Pm CO 





O 

r-l 

M 


00 

cd 

a) 


•H 

d 

u 

u 

> 

o 

co 

00 

U 

•H 

0) 

0) 

a) 

00 

M 

M 

p 

a) 

O 

O 

d 

pd 

Pm 

Pm 

co 


d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

cd 

iH 

4 

cd 

rH 

cd 

rH 

cd 

iH 

cd 

tH 

3 

Pm 

cm 

PM 

Pm 

PM 

Pm 

Pm 

a> 

Q) 

0) 

<D 

<D 

a) 

*0) 

GO 

CO 

00 

00 

00 

o 

GO 

P 

P 

P 

P 

P 

M 

P 


nO 


nO 

•d 

w* 

O 

nO 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

00 

d 

3 

►4 

3 

3 

►4 

,3 

5 

<2 

5 


4J 

8 

B § 

25 

a 


<y 

rH 

5 

i 


o 

JC 

cd 


3 

Pm 

(1) 

00 

P 

•d 

d 

3 


O 
^2 
* cd 


T3 Pm d 
H }3 H 


cd 












H 


0) 










d 


o 










a) 


•H 

rH 







• 


g 


> 

O 






4J 




4J 

H 

60 00 

.c 





d 



o 

d 

d Q) 

d on 

4J 


4*5 


60 

3 



u 

0) 

o co 

*h in 

d 


Vi 


d 

I 



•H 

a 

•H 

-d 

o 


O 

1 0) 

•H 

5 

4*5 


> 

<0 

60 4J 

tH H 

CO 


Cm 

00 0) 

CL 

60 

a> 


d 

H 

0) CO 

•H S 




60 M 

0) 

cd 

0) 


pa 

cd 

Pd Q) 

d 

4-» 


4J 

d H 

a) 

d 

Vi 



4-) 

Vl 

« • 

o 

CO 

CO 

•H 

iH 0) 

cd 

o 


4M 

C/0 

d o 

cd 

o 

0) 

a> 

Vi <D 

CO ^ 

S 



O 


C Cn 

tH iH 

M 

Vi 


a d 

Pd 


no 




a) 

Cd d 

Vi 

•H 


CO *H 

a) 1 

u 

rH 

43 

<D 


43 * 

Vl O 

a) 

43 

Vi 

O 

rH no 

0) 

cd 

00 

rH 


jj <d 

0 ) co 

4J 

CL 

ai 

0 -H 

4 J tH 

43 d 

Vi 

cd 

4J 


Vi Q 

T3 CO 

4J 

CL 

S 

Vi nO 

4J *H 

0 cd 

a; 


*H 


o co 

0) ‘H 

•H 

cd 

o 

cd 4) 

■H 43 

•H iH 

0 

•H 

H 


S3 P 

Pm X 

p 

CO 

p 

Ds s 

l-M C 

H Pm 

w 

CO 





* 


* 

* 






FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 













Title of Environmental Location of Proposal Responsible Date Draft Estimated 

Statement Proposal (i.e., Land Use Official Filed w/CEQ Date of 

__ Herbicides, etc.) _ (or est. date) _ Final 


NOTICES 


5763 



.in 

m 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 




r^. 











VO 


rH 

rH 

CM 

CO 



m 

m 





CM 

CM 

i—1 

rH 


u 

o 

00 

•H 

> 

03 U 
0) Q) 
u fa 
O d 
fa CO 



CO 

X 

u 

CO 

X 


o 

o 

o 

( 

CO 

CO 

CO 


•H 

> 

•H 

•H 

AJ 

-U > 

4J £> 

03 

£ 

CO >J 

m U 

<D 


0) a) 

<D 0 

X 

O 

§• 

Jj fa 

O d 

O §♦ 

fa 

(n 

fa CO 

fa tn 


u 


a 


d 

d 

d 

a 


d 

d 


d 

d 


cd 


cd 

cd 

cd 

cd 


cd 

3 


cd 

cd 


rH 


rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 


T—1 

rH 


rH 

*H 


fa 


fa 

fa 

fa 

fa 


fa 

fa 


fa 

fa 


0) 


0) 

a) 

a) 

0) 


a) 

© 


<d 

a 


CO 


03 

03 

CO 

CO 


CO 

CO 


CO 

CO 




D 

fa 

fa 

53 


fa 

fa 


fa 

fa 




’rd 



"O 



•© 



"2 


d 


d 

d 

d 

d 


d 

d 


d 

d 


$ 


,3 

J 

cd 

fa 

cd 

fa 


3 

fa 

cd 

fa 



,3 


0) 

• 







a> 





rH 





•» 



rH 





Td 





fa 








d 





fa 



C 



*o 


cd 








* cd 



p 


^2 





u 



V* X 


•k 

p 

S 

d 

a) 





a) 

4J 



CD d 
AJ Cd 


jg 

d a) 

cd 

fa 





cd 



cd fa 


cd 

- «h d 

cd oo 






£ 



£ 


v» d 

Vi AJ o 

d d 

o 

o 


2 


u 

o 

2 

Vi O 

O 

<u cd 

CD cd X 

cd *H 

X 

X 




cd 

x: 


cd X 

~ XI 

4-» AJ 

H H CD 

e 

cd 

•» cd 




a) 

cd 


0 ) cd 

CO 03 

03 d 

CO rH o 

d o 

•rt | 

fa T3 




i—i 

’’O 


rH 'd 

fa H3 

d o 

d d x: 

o >> 

M ! 

5 M 




o 

tH 


U »H 

fa M 

X 

U O C/3 

S fa 


■H 

> 

0) 

.X 

3 



■S 

§ 

Vi 


00 

<D 


.x 

<0 


V4 



i 

V4 

a) 

rH 

a) 

Vi 


a; 

M 

•H 

a 

CL) 


4J 

O 

cd 

fa 

> 


cd a) 


4J 

to 

•H 

rH 

S o 

x: 

X 


C* 

•H 

U •“) 

AJ 

a 

x> 


<D 

cd 

•rl 

cd 


rX 

£ 

CD • 

E 

rH 


rH 

o 

tH AJ 

CO 

PQ 

XI 

fa 

fa 

* 

o CO 

HC 


X 

CD 

T—l 

fa 

6 

o 

o 


cd 

4-» 

c 

o 


u 

o 

M 

fa 




CO 

0) 

£ 

cd 

<D 

rH 


CM 


fa 

55 

(1) 

£ 

O 

00 


CO 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 




















NOTICES 


H 

§ 

U 


25 

O 

M 

O 

§ 


TJ 

CD 

P> 

cd 

4-1 

OH 

cd 

vO 

VO 

VO 

vO 

*vO 



r^ 

r* 

VO 

e 

CD £ 

r^ 

r^ 

r*. 






r^- 


•H 

P) *H 



1 \ 








■U 

cd P*4 

rH 

CM 

vO 


<r 



CM 

CO 

o 

CO 

u 

Q 










rH 


0) 

or u 
u w co 

M-l U T3 
cd 


U £ • 

<r 

in 

in 

vO 

VO 

Q *J 



r>- 


r^- 

TJ CO 





*>*>* 

<d <d a) 


in 

VO 

CM 

CO 


cd *H M 
Q JXt o 


<D 

iH 

X> iH 

a o 

o -h 

Cu 4-1 
CD 4-1 

3° 


a) o 

CO P> 


d cd 
O CO 
■H O 

p> p4 

cd o 

g£ 


<■ 


VO 


vO 

VO 

vO 

VO 



r* 


r*. 

r* 






O 

rH 

in 

m 

CM 

o 

rH 


U 

O 

CD 

•H 

S & 

CD 0) 

n a 

O 3 
C/3 


d 

Q 


cd 

Pi 

O 4J 


£0 CD 

s 

CD 

CX CD 

a 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

4-1 

cd 

4J 

X g 

cd 

cd 

cd 

cd 

cd 

r3 

cd 

cd 

3 

O H d « 

rH 

M 

W & 

rH 

rH 

iH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

iH 

cd d cn 

PH 

O 

O 

PH 

PL. 

Ph 

PH 

P* 

Ph 

PU 

P4 

Ph 

CD CD Cd <D 


P9 

rH rH 










u o J 

<D 

in 

*H CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

(D 

0 CL. -H 

CD 


O > 

CD 

CO 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CO 

D O " O 

& 

u 

a) 

d> 

d> 

tD 


d> 

z=> 

53 

5D 

d> 

Cd U • -H 


CD 

cd Q 










55 (U CD JO 

-d 

4-» (D 


TJ 

*d 

T3 

*d 

*d 

*d 


•d 

*d 

• H 

a 

CJ P» 

co ’d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

•h a) 

cd 

•H -H 

cd a 

cd 

cd 

3 

cd 

cd 

cd 

cd 

cd 

3 

w JU 

hJ 

52: c/3 

O cd 

»-a 

h3 

iH 

►J 

hJ 

hH 

hJ 

►J 


*o 

cd cd 

5 § 

P> P> 

cd d 

rH O 

s 


cd 

s § 

CD 4J 
rH C 

0) o 
« SJ 


rH 














cd 














4J 








i 






d 








CD 




•o 


CD 








rH 



CD 

rH 


g 



. 





iH 



4-> 

cd 


2 

4J 







•H 



cd 

d 

Pi 

o 

d 



CD 




> 



Pi 

o 

1 cd 

M 

CD 



CO 




d 



CD 

Q 

CD d) 

•H 

0 







o 




O 

rH Ph 

> 

CD 


d 

CD CD 




*H 



CD 


cx 

d 

4J 


•h d 

r-3 d 

4J 



d 



4H 

g 


pa 

cd 


cd cd 

O 

«H 

4J 


d> 


CD 

d 

T 

S a> 


4J 

CD 

4-J rH 

CO *H 

d 

■H 


i 

4H 

CD 

o 

P0 

P» rH 

4-1 

in 

> 

d Ph 

cd 4J 


d 


o 

rH 

Pi 

u 

o 

cn 4*2 

o 


•H 

d 

o cd 


d? 

d 


CD 

Q 


p 

i a 



Ph 

o u 

a 

TD 


Pi 

cd co 

CQ 

W 

CD 

1 

3 *H 

(D 



X <i> 

o *H 

d 

d 

O 

U *H 



•H 

Pi 

'B Pi 

iH 


CD 

HJ 

rH 

cd 

cd 

x: 

o > 

U 

CD 

cx 

•H CD 

Cd Ph 

P> 


-X 

W) co 

rH Cu 

rH 

to 


rH Cd 

CO 


P0 

rd co 

> 

•H 


cd 

«H cd 

*H CU 

CD 

Q 

rH 

o u 


•H 


cx cd 

CD • 

H 


»-a 

pp s 

o < 

M 

hH 

pa 

O H 

U3 


g 

O fp 

55 



HC 


HC 




" 







5765 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 













5766 


NOTICES 


s 


M 

H 

§ 

O 


§ 

M 

O 

S 


nO 

d) 4-1 

W OH 

§ co 

0) jn 
•HUH 
U Cd Pn 
CO Q 
W 


or a) 
u W u 
44 CJ CO 

(0 ^ nO 


m 

m 

VO 

VO 

vO 

VO 

m 

m 

vO 

m 

in 

vo 

u & 














Q 






•»^, 








nO 4J 



CM 

rH 

iH 

CM 

CM 

m 

00 

rH 

i—I 

CO 

VO 

0) <D CD 
UH Q) 
CO *H 

Q ^ Vi 
O 



H 






„ 


H 




rQ «H 
•H c0 
CD fH 
d O 
O *H 
a. 4-1 
CO 44 

aj o 

Pd 


<d a 


co 

co 


vO 

VO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

* vO 

VO 

m 

VO 

vo 

vo 








r- 

















rH 

i — 1 

vO 

00 

00 

OV 

Ov 

rH 

CM 

rH 

m 

co 

o 

rH 


Vi 

o 

co 

•H 

> 

CO 14 

<d cd 

Vi a 
O 3 
Pm CO 


g 

cd 

o 


v£> 


JZ> 0) 

a 

a 

a 

a 

ci 

d 

3 

d 


d 

d 

a 

S 

44 

cO 

cO 

CO 

cO 

3 

cO 

cO 


cO 

cO 

cO 

cd 

O H ’O « 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 


rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

CO C CD 

PH 

ph 

PH 

PH 

P-i 

P4 

(V 

PH 


PH 

PH 

PH 

PH 

a) co co Q) 

Vi OhJ’O 

0 ) 

<D 

0 ) 

CD 

0 ) 

CD 

CD 

CD 

*G 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

3 pu iH 

CD 

CD 

CO 

CO 

CO 

CO 

CO 

CO 

o 

CD 

CO 

CD 

CO 

4J o •* O 

ZD 

G> 

5=> 

:=> 

!=> 

G> 

tD 

£> 

M 

53 

5=> 

G> 


<0 14 • -H 









CO 





J5 PH (D ,jd 

no 

nO 

nO 

no 

n0 

no 

no 

no 

CD 

no 

no 

no 

*2 

• U 

d 

a 

a 

d 

a 

a 

d 

d 

CD 

d 

d 

d 

g 

•H CD 

5 

ql 

cO 

cO 

cO 

,3 

cO 

CO 

CD 

co 

5 

(0 

cO 

w 

3 

►3 

hJ 

hH 

►J 

»-3 

►3 

Pd 

h4 

■3 

►3 

r3 



O 

Ss d 







Vi 







4J 

PH 

cO * 







CD O 

£ 



z 

s 

S 

CO 

O 

O 4J 







Ou J2 







a 

Vl 

rH d 







N CO 







3 

PH 

2% 







CD no 

55 M 







rH 











- 





cO 
















4J 
















d 





no 











<D 





CD 

ri 












4J 



no 

d 





1 

4J 





O 

d 



Vi 

CD 





a 

O 





Vi 

CD 


d 

cO 

t2 




4J 

no 

0) 





•H 

B 


•H 

uo 

i 



CD 

d 

<: 

n-» 





> 

s 


cO 

a 

44 



CD 

*H 


O 





d 

4J 


4J 

d 

44 



Vi 

O 


Vl 





W 

CO 

CD 

d 

cO 

O 



CO 

PH 

CD 

PH 




CD 


4-1 

rH 

3 

rH 

4J 





CD 


Vi 

CD 

v> 

DO 

44 

10 

DO 

o 

PQ 

3 

CD 

CD 

4J 

d 

Vi 

«G 

CD 

CD 

d 

■g 

O 


CO 

S 

1 

CJ 

rH 

rH 

a 

rg 

a 

a 

> 

Vl 

•H 

•rl 



W 


no 


•H 

O 

<D 

1 


Vi 

•H 

O 

O 

Pd 

CD 


1 

>s 

*H 

uo 

B 

PC 

PL 

tH 

a) 

CO 

PC{ 


PH 


rH 


no 

4J 

O 

4J 

CD 


CO 

rH 

CD 

CD 


rH 


3 

4J 


Vi 

4J 

CO 

Vi 

G 

DO 

o 

•rl 

Vi 

CO 

no 

rH 

4J 

3 

•H 


cO 

0) 

i-H 

o 

•H 

•rl 

Vi 

4J 

O 

CD 

CD 


O 

rH 

H 



PH 

PH 

55 


PQ 

PH 

w 

« 

p^ 


5d 


PQ 



* 

* 


* 

* 

* 

* 









FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 










NOTICES 


5767 


Q 

w 


o 

o 


55 

O 

M 

S 


*8 M-l 
4J O H 

§ 0) g 

rl t) rl 

P» 3 Pm 
CO Q 

w 


3 

O' P> 
4J w 3 

4-1 o 

CO > 

£ * 

•O 


OJ -H U 
Q Ph O 


3 

tH 

X> iH 
•H <0 
3 *H 

e o 

O -H 
CX M-l 
3 M-l 
3 O 
& 


3 o 
3 Pi 

50 o) 

M-l 

O rH TO * 
3 3 CD 
CD CD CO 3 
M O i-J *d 
3 0- H 
D O * O 
3 Pi • -H 
£5 P-. 3 JO 
• Pi 
•H CD 
w 53 


M-l 

O 

rH 

3 cO 

o C0 
•H O 
P> CX 
cO O 
o 3 
O PM 
hJ 



VO 

• K. 

m 

m 

m 

m 

VO 

VO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

• 

r^- 

r^. 

r- 



n- 

i^h 


t^h 

r^- 

Pi 

I s * 










**■**. 

3 

CM 

C7N 

o 

GO 

pH 

-4- 

m 

NO 

00 

rH 

m 

3 


T—1 


rH 








v'rs 

NO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO * 

NO 

NO 

NO 

vu 









r- 

n- 


V 






"H*v^ 








CO 

CM 

m 

ON 

o 

iH 

CM 

00 

00 

rH 

CNl 

rH 






rH 

rH 

rH 



rH 


NO 

r>- 


GO 


r* 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

5 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

w 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

PP 

PM 

(U 

Pm 

P-i 

Pm 

o 

o 

fa 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

33 

50 

5o 

35 

50 

§ 

*3 

*3 

*3 

*3 

*3 

V) 

(S 

§ 

►J 

3 

3 

3 

5 

3 

,3 

3 

3 

^ __ 

Pi 

* 





3 3 
iH C 

:S 





U 3 







3 

CO 


CD 

CD 

50 

*3 

3 

3 

►J 


3 

cO 


CD 

CD 

50 

'O 

s 

HI 


3 
CO 
r—I 
PM 

CD 

00 

S3 

"O 

C 


3 

3 


0) 

CD 

3> 

3 


5 5 


§ 


CD 

CQ 

JO 

•3 

§ 


3 

3 


3 

3 

53 

*d 

3 

3 

i-3 


IS 

3 

CJ 



3 


§ 
3 

•H P> 

S * 3 

<D b O 

hJ S 22 


rH 








3 





3 








3 





pi 



I 





•H 


Pi 

— 


3 

g 


• 





Pi 


3 



3 


3 





Pi 

1 

O 



6 

o 

« 

pi 





o 

Pi 

Pi 



3 Pi 

•n 

CO 

•H 


22 





Pm 

3 

Pm 



O 3 

U 3 


3 3 


3 



1 

•H 


3 



•H g 


*H 

3 rH 

5n 

CX 



iH 

3 

•H 


Pi 

> 3 

rH H 

3 

O *H 

3 

•H 



3 

PQ 

3 


3 

3 H 

a H 

3 

M 22 

•d 

PP 



h2 

| 

Pi 

Pi 

Pm 

W 3 

Pi 

M-i CO 

S 5T 1 

o P-. 

CO 

P pH 

CD ® 

3 

Pi 

O 

CJ 

3 
• 3 

3 

3 

CO 

1 

3 

*d 



3 

1 

3 

O 

•H 

3 

3 

O 

3 

a 

3 

o 

Q 

3 3 

1 

3 



& 

rH 

22 

P2 

3 


i2 

3 Pi 

5h 


P> 

PI 

3 

rH 3 



PQ 

3 

rH 

P> 

H 3 

Pi 3 

3 

44 

CO 

3 

rH 

3 

3 

x: 

«H 3 
£ Pi 

Ps 

42 

P) 

1 

o 

Pi 

3 

PQ > 

O 

GO 

3 

Pi 

h- 

C Pi 

3 

•H • 

GO 

*H 

3 

- 3 

*H 

•H 

3 

O 

*H 

3 3 

5 

6 

O 

H 

5S 

O CO 

Q 

PQ 


02 

PP 

> S 

GO 

>* 



* 

* 

* 

* 


* 


4C 





FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 











5768 


NOTICES 


TJ 



0 

MM 


XJ 

O 

rH 

cd 


cd 

•S 

0 

4J 

d 

4J 

cd 

Pm 

CO 

O 


w 




0 

XJ O' 4J 
4^ W id 
cd u 

o ^ 


4J 0 0 

0 i-4 
Q -H U 
Pm O 


(D 

rH 

*0 rH 
•h 0 

CO *H 

d o 
o *H 
a, mm 

0 M-l 

<D O 
P$ 


0) O 




vO 

CO 

VO 


<r 

vO 

• 




r^ 


r>«. 


XJ 








00 

VO 

CM 

00 

vO 

GO 

CM 

iH 


d 0 

O 00 

•H o 
4J a, 
co o 
o u 

O PM 


73 


r- 


vO 

r^. 


vo 


r>- 

r>- 


vO 


vO 


vO 

r*- 


r-- 


vO 

r^ 


vO 


vO 


IM 

o 

00 




H> > 

co u r 


CD CD 
jm a 
o d 

Pm CO 


d 

o 


CD 

60 

0 

.3 g 

M 4J 
CD d 


a 

•h cd 
4J d 

435 

ih d 
cd o 
O £ 


XJ 








d 





* 



0 






M 




# 




0 


fj H> 




0 


0 


o d 

* 

0 


d 


U 


M 0 


d 


o 

Vl 

U 


•H B 


o 

JJ 

4J 

0 



> 0 


4J 

4-> 

0 

> 

d 

' 1 

d 4J 


0 

0 

£ 

•H 

0 

W 0 


& 

0 

o 

PC 

> 

M 

4J 

CD 

O 

0 

rH 


CO 

0 M 

Mm CO 

T3 

rH 

0 

rH 

d 


0 U 

o 

d 

iH 

PQ 

0 

•H 


u o 


0 

0 



4J 

Vi 

CJ Pm 

0 

iH 

JH 

u 


0 

O 


iH 

JC 


0 

CM 

rH 

Pm 

^ 4-> 

4J 

60 

•H 



rH 


U 0 

•H 

•H 


0 

rH 

0 

• 

d 0 

H 

SC 

CO 

u 

S* 

e> 

CO 

PQ & 


CD 

0 

v< 

CJ 

0 

4-> 

cd 

H 

w 


vO 

r^ 


LO 


vo 

r^ 


rH Jm 

gs 

o co 

•H 0 
b0 Pm 
0 O 
C* U-, 


0 4~> 
JD 0 

d 

0 

d 

d 

d 


4-» 

a 

g 

g 

§ 

MM 

O H 0 « 

0 

iH 

4J 

U 

0 

rH 

0 

rH 

0 

rH 

0 

d 

Vi 

rH 

rs 

rH 

rH 

0 d CD 

Pm 

o 

PM 

P4 

Pm 

iH 

4J 

PH 

PH 

PH 

0 0 0 0 
M O h 0 

0 

Pu 

CO 

0 

0 

0 

0 

CO 

0 

d 

0 

CO 

S3 

0 

CO 

1—s 

0 
t \ 

d CU *H 

0 


0 

0 

0 


o 

H 

4-> O * o 

S3 

Vi 

S3 

S3 

d> 

VI 

u 

i-M 

M 

•< 

0 Vi • -H 
^ A< 0 ^ 

T3 

0 

4J 

T) 

T) 

nd 

0 

rg 

*2 

•s 

•s 

I 

• U 
•H 0 
w 32 

s 


s 

1-1 

S 

§ 

* 

EH 

0 

t§ 

i 

•j 

rH 


0 

1 

I 

b0 

O 


r* 

0 

0 

*M 

u 

1 

o 

2 

CJ 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 









NOTICES 


5769 


CM 

§ 

•H 

60| 

3 


Hd 

0 

+-> 


03 


cJ O 
E 4-> -H 
—I r! Uh 

CO 4-1 

W O 


O' 0 

4-> W 4-> 
4-J CJ 
03 V, 

0 0 
+-> rH 
TO -H 
Q PH 


03 

.Hd 


4-> 

tO 

0 


TO 

o 


0 

rH 

pO *h 
•H 03 
10 *H 
TO CJ 
O *H 
0.4H 
to 4H 

s° 


CJ 


4h 
C 

o 

3 . 


a> 
to 

= e 

to to o 
O -J nd 
Pu -h 
0-0 

• »H 
0 JO 

• TO 
h 0 

-'re 


g 

•H 

■TO 

TO 4h 
O O 

o 


TO 

to 

o 

I 

PH 


TO 

s 

1 

TO 

•H 

> TO 

sg 

G 


vO 

r- 


LO 


4-1 

O 

0 


o 

TO 

TO 

TO 

CO 


g <u 

•rH O 
bO*H 

S 6 
0) 
G CO 
•rH 

TO TO 
to to 

§2 

s t2 

o CO 


LO 

CM 

• CM 

o o 
> 00 
<: 

5 o 
XNTO 
bOCM TO 


W lo 

CM 
TO 

to . . 

££ 

r- O 


f-H Pm 


TO 

O 

rH 

O 

CJ 


TO 

o 

CO 


to 
0 0 


O .. 

PH CO 


0 

£ 

PC 

0 

1 

CO 


vO 


vO 


\D 


P? 

•H •* 

TO O TO 

TO rH 

OCCJ 


•H 

•s 

0 

D, 


i to 


nd 

0 


\D 

r- 


H TO 
TO 0 

£ ^ 
o to 

_ HO 

TO g, 00 TO 


0 O 

pc: ph 


to 

t— 


CO 

TO 

O 

CO 

•H 

TO 

to TO 
0 0 

& 
O TO 
pH CO 


0 

4h _ 
0 CO 
Q X 


TO 
TO 
TO 
0 
H 
U CO 

0 . 
nd 4 h 

o 

hH 

S S 

o 


CJ 

•k • 

CO • Q 
TO rH • 
0 TO < 
PC 

O • CJ 
PC TO 
0 to 
• t"" 

CO TO I 
> O CM 
TO OO 
- TO rH 




TO 

• • 
• PQ < 
4-> 

0 CJ CJ 


g g 


g 


rH 

rH 

r-H 

rH 

ph 

ph 

PH 

PH 

0 

o 

0 

0 

CO 

CJ 

CO 

CO 

TO) 

TO 

TO) 

V TO) 

nd 

8 

12 


g 

nJ 

CO 

c£ 

•fc 

1 

1 

to - 



TO O 
CJ CJ 


TO 

> 


CO 

<3 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 














NOTICES 


5770 



O' o 

P UJ 4J 
^ U rt 

SV° 

Q -o • 

o 


0 

4-5 

d 

Q 


•H 

P 


4-> 

co 

O 


O 


O 

rH 

rH 
•H d 
10 

o 

P4h 
10 4-1 

0 o 

p 


0 • 

tO O 
O 4-5 
4H 0 

oht) 
d P ^ 
0 cO d 0 
U O Jnj 
P P -H 
+J o - o 
d 4. • -H 

;z; p 0 

• Jh 
•H 0 


d *-h 

o d 

•H tO 

4-5 . O 
03 <+4 P 
O O O 

3 £ 


i 

*H rH 
T3 CSI 

F-< vO 
O • 
O to 
L> O 

bo • 

d rJ 
•H • 
T3 P 
d * 
0 x 

P4-> 
l «H 
T3 ^ 
0 

t fi 

4 O 
• 0 »H 
4-1 4-5 

d 


& 


4-> 

F-» 

B, 

p 


* 

•H rH 
T3 CM 
U VO 

8 k> 

o cn 

tso • 

.5H 

'O CL, 

§ 4S 
ftp 

I *H 
£ 


6 £ 
o ft 
O-H o 

ft p ft 
a> a <u \ 

Q C ft LO 


g 

•H 

P ‘ 


vO 

vO 

LO 

vO 

0 d 

vO 


r^ 


t^ 

U > 

l^- 





W 


to 

CTt 

CM 

LO 

b0 

CM 


fc 


LO 


vO 


LO 


vO 

r-- 


.5 ig 

•as 

0 u 
P _ 

» 4 

II 

4 0 
0 PQ 
4*4 

0 VH 
O O 


4 
O 
(0 
•H 
4-> S 
(0 4 
0 0 

!§• 

p co 


4 

o 


4 

o 


s 


rH 

iH 

rH 

H 

rH 

P 

P 

P 

P 

P 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

to 

to 

U 

to 

u 

P 

PD 

H 

JD 

5 



P 



"2 

*2 

O 


o 

d 

d 

to 

d 

to 

d 

d 

0 

d 

0 

hJ 

P 

P 

P 

p 


§ § 


s0 

JO 

P>' 


s 


0 

p> 


J 


| i 


d to 

A u!T 


0 4 

§s 

| 

0 

g g 5 

> o 

•H *T5 

P d 

« 3 

4-5 

P *H 
to £ 

. £ 

O CJ 

d 

O O 

4-> rH 

rP 

CO uD* 

£ 


*d O 
S CJ 


LO 


rH 4 

to 

rH 

to 

rH 4 

d 0 

•H 

d 0 

•H 

d 0 

d 4-> 

4J > 

d 4-> 

4-5 > 

d 4^ 

o to 

to 4 

o to 

to Fh 

o to 

•H 0 

0 0 

■ *H 0 

00 r 

•H 0 

b0 U 

4 P 

bo U 

5h P 

bo Fh 

0 O 

o p 

0 o 

O P 

0 o 

eft cl, 

P CO 

eft CL, 

P CO 

p; p 


s 


0 

o 

4 


to 




d 

4-> 

g 


O 

I 

Is 

0 

4-1 S 
O 0 
4-> 

0 d 

rH -H 
4-5 CO 


to 

0 


rH 

<8 

* 



4-5 

9 ^ 


d 

d rH 


0 

0 


p 

4-> d 


0 

d o 


b0 

tH «H 


2 

P bo 


d 

0 

Fh 

d 

X P 

o 


4-5 \ 

p 


o ^ 


F-4 

O w 

4-5 

0 

4-5 

to 

x> 

U 4-5 

?-• 

£ 

d *h 

•H 

P 

•H 

H 

^5 

« 





FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 















REGION 2 CONTINUED 


NOTICES 


5771 


-O 

CD r— 

4-> 03 

ro CD C 

CO 

VO 

VO 

CO 4-> 

VO 

CO 

CO 

CO 

E 4-> -r- 


r^ 


c -C s- 




r*s. 

•i— 03 Ll. 

\ 



O 

\ 




4-> Q 

LO 

CM 

VO 

"O -r- Ol 

cx> 

CO 



CO 4- 




C ^ CD 





LU O 




CD OC 

CL C 









O f— 









1 *r- CM 





czr 0 ) 




4-> VO 





UJ +J 




TD 03 1 





<4- O 03 

• 



CD C CO 





03 ^TD 




s- cr> 


CO 

LO 

LO 

S- 3: 

CO 

LO 

LO 

L- TD 

VO 

O • 



r^ 

CD S- • 



r^. 


TD 4-> 

\ 



4- O _l 

•— 




CD CD CO 

CM 

t— 

CM 

CD O • 


CM 


r” 

4-> »— CD 


r— 


Q O CL 


, 


r— 

tO v- 

O Ll L 






" 



O 









"—" 


















CD 









r— 









JD i— 

O 








•»— (O 

CO T- 

CO 

•H 

= 

= 

= 

= 

s 

s 

r 

c u 

4-> > 








O 1- 

CO H 








CL Li¬ 

CD CD 








en M— 

CD O 









CC 

H. C/3 











.. 



‘ • 



m • 









• o 









CD 4-> 

c 

CO 

C 

C 

C 

C 

sz 

c 

• CD 

03 

4-> 

03 

03 

to 

05 

03 

03 



S- 

r— 

r— 

r— 


r— 

r— 

fl 

CL. 

o 

Q- 

Q. 

a. 

CL. 

o. 

O. 

4- * (D 


Q. 





CD 

CD 

Or- 0*0 

CD 

GO 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

03 CO •*— 

CO 


CO 

CO 

co 

to 

to 

CO 

CD co ZD U 

ZD 

S- 

ZD 

ZD 

z> 

ZD 

ZD 

ZD 

L- O t- 


CD 







3 Q-"0 JD 

TD 

4-> 

td 

TD 

TD 

TD 

TD 

T3 

4-> O C S- 

> c 

C 

c 

c 

C 

C 

Z 

£ 

n3 L (O CD 

03 

•r— 

05 

03 

03 

03 

03 


2: Q_1 DC 

—J 


—J 

-J 

—1 

-J 

_1 

-J 


llt 


















3: 



©3 c/P 

Ll.— 

Z 

— 



4- 

o 



Ll. 

CD 




O 

CO 



CDZ O 







TD LlZ O 

TD 




C 03 

CD 


o 

c c o z: f- 

C O 

LlTO 



O CO 

C CD 


LCTD 

03 03 TD X 

03 TD 

21 TD 



• 1 - o 

•r- C 

— 

21 03 

S- 3 (O C CD 

03 

03 



-M CL 

a f- 


Z 

CDD L OZ 

CD S- 

4-> S- 



03 O 

•f- f= 


CD O 

O CO 

O 

O 

z 

s 

o S- 

td o 


_X r— 

o c «— s- ^ 

O r— 

3 r— 



O D- 

CD >> 


•r- O 

•r- 05 O f0 CD 

•r- o 

O O 



—1 



Q_ C_> 

oroouuz 

ec o 

OZ O 






+■> 









C 






r— 



CD 






03 



E 






+-> 



CD 






C 



cn 






CD 



os 








« 

£= 

c 





c— 



03 

03 





O 4-> 



S 

3 


■P 



L- C 




T> 





•i- CD 



CO 



C 



> E 



CO 

c 


ZD 



C CD 



03 

CO 




03 

LU 4-> 

c 


Q. 

CO 

LX 

CO 


JD 

03 

3 

-X 



L. 

S- 

r*— 

r— 

4- 4-> 

a: 

S- 

03 

c 

O 

03 

•r— 

CD 

o in 


03 

r— 

S- 

Ll. 

LU 

03 

S 

Q) 

Q_ 

r— 

CD 



*4-> 


CD 

CD 


CD % 

-C 

JZ 

to 


+-> 


03 

C 

C 

4-> 

4-> 

S- 

CJ 

C 

4-> 

> 

03 

03 

3 

3 

03 

05 

3 


03 

>, 

3 £ 

O 

O 

* CD 

r—“ 

O 

£ 

GO 

* 


CD £3 

GO 

* 

CO 

★ 

CD 

♦ 

m 

4c 

w 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 











5772 


NOTICES 


o 

u 

•H 

el 


CD 

§1 

O 

I 


tO 

§ 

•H 

bO 

PC 


TD 

CD 

P 

03 

•1 


(1) 


c5 

a 


rt Ph 
P Q # 

CO <P 

W O 


O' CD 
P W P 
<^U rt 

C3 \T3 

£ * 

Q __ • 

H3 P 

cd cd 


co 

cd 

P 

o 


03 *H 
Q fi» 


<D 

i-H 

pO rH 
•H Ctf 
CO »H 

c o 

O *H 

cum 

co m 


a; • 
co o 

CD P 

m <d 

o H T) 

03 g * 

CD CO Q CD 
'H Omv 
3 C -H 
P O * CJ 
Ui • *H 

• p 

•H 0 
wX 


a th 

o 03 

•H CO 
P O 
c3 m p 
L> O o 

3 & 


03 

P 

s 

5 

o 

p 

•H 

I 

m 

o 

Q 

rH 

P 

•H 

H 


c2 

o 

§ 

p 

03 

P 

CO 


CM 

o 


oo 


_ CD , 

g.yi 

wfc 

CD CD 
P CO 


p P 
P CO 
CD 0 
P P 
CO O 
CD PL, 

J§ - 

3 C5 

O 00 

co 


B 2 


0) 

£ 


a> 
§1 

J 

rH rH 
LO < 


o 

O 


vO 

vO 

\Q 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

VO 

C"- 





r^ 


r^ 


X*. 

1 — v 






o 

CM 

to 


CM 

o 

co 

CM 

rH 

rH 



rH 

rH 


rH 


vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

H* 

vO 

vO 

vO 

r- 

r^ 




K 

r- 

r^ 


\ 



\ 

X 

\ 


vO 

vO 

rH 

CM 



vO 

00 


P 


p 


P 

o 


o 


o 

to 

rH P 

CO 

rH P 

to 

•H 

03 CD 

• H 

03 CD 

•H 

P > 

C P 

p > 

3 P 

P > 

CO P 

O CO 

CO P 

O CO 

CO P 

CD CD 

• H CD 

o o 

•H CD » 

CD CD 

P P 

bO P 

P P 

bO P 

P P 

o 3 

CD O 

O 3 

CD O 

a E? 

p co 

PC P 

P CO 

PC Pu 

P. co 


§ § 


CD 

CO 

:z> 


CO 

1 

Q> 

P 

bO 03 


CO 

i 

CD 

U 

03 

£ 


g 

CM 

•H 

<! 


p 

CD 

> 

•H 

PC 

r* 

CJ 

03 

rH 

PQ 


CD 

1 

CO 

CD 

p 


CD 

co 

PD 


s 


C O 

O CM 

U-H 

O P 

a< 


! 

CJ 

to 

T3 

O 

s 


CD 


CO 

CO 

p 

p 

a 

CO 

p 

0 

p 

c 


CD 

p 

•H 

CO 

CO 

p 

p 

a 

CO 

p 

CD 

P 

.5 


v 


03 

CD 

< 


CO 

P 

I 

P 


c 

o 

•H 

CO 


T3 d 

$ m 


s 


rH 

rH 

rH 

Ph 

P 

P 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CO 

to 

to 

PD 

PD 

PD 

"2 

*2 



* o 

03 O 

CJ ^ 


o 

.sa 

c S 

O N 
U *H 


CJ 


to 


p 

£ 

¥ 

•H 

u 


r* 

CD 

o 

p 

CJ 

I 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 















NOTICES 



P PJ 
CH O 
03 \ 


O' 0 

' “ P 

03 
T3 


0 

P 

03 

Q 


0 


PH 


P 

tO 

0 

s 


0 

rH 

J2) rH 
•H 03 
10 *H 

p o 
o ;H 
P<4h 
(0 4-1 

2° 


P rH 
O 03 
•H (0 
P O 
CO 4-1 pL, 
U O O 
O Pi 

a, 


aS 

P 

6 


o 

Pi 

•iH 

I 

4-1 

O 

0 


P 

6 

§ 

P 

03 

P 

CO 



vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 


vO 

r^ 

r- 

r- 




r^ 


r^ 


\ 

\ 


\ 


\ 




vO 

rH 

^0* 

oo 

vO 

vO 

vO 

N 

04 


vO 

LO 

LO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

- vO 

vO 

vO 


t^ 

c^- 




r^ 


r^ 



\ 

\ 


\ 




CM 

to 

a> 

^3" 

CM 

rH 

CM 

to 

o 


P 

O 


to 

rH p 

to 

H p- 

•H 

03 0 

•H 

as 0 

P > 

P p 

P > 

P P 

to p 

o to 

to P 

o to 

00 r 

•H 0 

0 0 

•rH 0 

P £X 

DO P 

P ex 

bO P 

o g 

0 O 

O £3 

o o 

Ph CO 

es lx 

PU CO 

OS pH 


P 

o 

to 

•H 

•P > 

tO p 
0 0 

p & 

O P 
P4 CO 





o 










•H 





P 


*v—> 



P 





•H 


0 • 

g 

g 

u 

g 

g 

g 

g 

O 

P 

to u 

33 P 

3 

rH 

3 

rH 

2 

3 

rH 

3 

rH 

3 

rH 

3 

rH 

2 

3 

rH 

4h 0 

Pk 

ex 

P 

ex 

ex 

ex 

ex 

0 

ex 

OHT) 

0 


to 




to 


03 g - 

0 

P 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 to 3 0 

to 

CO 

o 

to 

O 

o 

to 

PC 

CO 

p a ^ 

33 

33 

u 

ZD 

P 

p 

^3 

ZD 

3 P *H 





3 

p 


o£T 


P O ~ O 



"2 

ag 

O X 

o 

T3 


T3 

03 P • *H 
0X1 

6 

2 

03 

£ 

to 

to 

p 

PI 

p 

8 

3 

o 

3 

0 

0 

3 

m 

3 

• p 
•H 0 
wX 

hH 

■P 

pc 

P3 

PC 

Pi 

r-3 


►P 



O 

g g 

*"35 

TO - 

rH £ 
•H 0 
CO ^ 


eg 

■5 S 

cO O 
•H *H 


£8 

•H 

c x 

u 

.5 | 

►J 2 


03 

i 

cO 


3 

rH ’ 

CO 

P 

cO 

o 

03 

P 

§ 

£ 


cO 

H 

£ 

•H 

cio 


ex 

« 

p 


cO 

p 


CO 


•s 

£ 


3 

o 

CO 

* 


■8 

0 

P 

CJ 

0 

iH 

$? 

w 


o 

to 

I 

<§ 


6773 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 









5774 


NOTICES 


g 

0 

+-> 

G 

.§ 

10 

W 


O G 

<M -H 

G u* 

o 


O' 0 
<P U 4-> 
cj 

G \G 

£ 3 . 

G +-> 
0 0 CO 
+-> rH 0 
G *H 
Q tt, 

O 


0 

rH 

pO rH 
•H G 
CO *H 

G O 

O -H 
PlHh 
CO Mh 

0 o 


0 

CO 

^ 


G rH 

O G 

•H CO 

4-> O 

mu ft 
o o o 

3 £ 


G 

<P 

§ 


O 

•H 

> 4-> 

^ § 
O 4~> 
G 
0 4-> 
rH CO 


vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

r^ 

t"- 







\ 


ro 

vO 

vO 

Os] 

Ol 


LO 

VO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

r- 

r^ 

r^ 

r- 




\ 



oo 

Csl 

ro 

Ol 

vO 


U 
O 
CO 
•rt 
4-> S 

CO Sh 
0 0 

& W 

CO 


g' 

•H 

<P 

U 


S S S 


G G ~ 

4-> 

P< 

a. 

a, 

CH 

0 co G 0 

m o h g 

s 

0 

0 

0 

0 

G CU *H 

o 

O 

CO 

CO 

CO 

+-> o u 

u 

fa 

G 

G 

G 

rt • *h 

a: & 0 pO 

G 

g 


G 

G 

• *-» 

G 

CO 

s 

c 

G 

•H 0 

O 

0 

G 

m 

3 

v_/ £rj 

0* 



r-5 

►2 


4-> 

s a 

u o 

CO N 
0 -H 

££ 


0 *H 

* S 
2 s 
g g 

CO Z 



0 

Pu 

G 

4-> 


CO 

4C 


CO 

o 
o 
0. 
G« 
♦ 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 






NOTICES 


5775 


W 

O 

M 

fe 

O 

P 

s 

o 

5 

Si 


d 

4> 

'd 

bO 

O 


a 

o 

P 

«J 

a) 


P 4 > d 

SP C 
aJ P 
rlQpN 

P 

CO Vl 

w o 


c* a> 

p w p 

2 >* 

•d +» 
4) t> a 
P H 4 ) 
aS P 
Q ^ M 
O 


23 


d 

Vi 
i Vi 
to o 
4 > 

« 


a: 


o 

3 


Vi •> €) 
OH 1)3 

d CO P 

v (0 D o 

S 8«»d 2 
p o c m 
<e u d a> 
» CH >3 55 


§ 3 

P CO 

-P Vi O 

as o m< 

3 I 


d 

d 

V 

o c 

U 4) 

t § 

d P 

w as 
■p 
Vi CQ 
O 

a> 

rH 

P 


d 4 ) 

o o 

3)3 

0 ) u 

« V 

c w 

P ,p 
aS co 
P a> 

e m 
5 o 

i*. 

M * 
V < 
-P Q 
d 


H 

O 

ti 

4) 

P X! 
CQ d 

■C D 

P 

iP\ •* 

c\j d 
i a> 
-rf ^ 
“ b 0 
O 




£ 

S3 


vO 

t- 

vO 


£ 

a* 


VO 

C^ 

VO* 


vO 


£ 


vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

ITN 


t- 

C*- 


t- 

C^ 

vo" 

h" 

vO 

cn 

h" 

in 



U 




o 


O 

d 4 ) 

CQ 

H ^ 

co 

P 

d 4 ) 

4»3 

d p 

P > 

d p 

o CQ 

CO M s 

O co 

co SH 

P 4 ) 

4 ) 4 > 

U & 

P 4 ) 

4 ) €> 

tt) u 

bO M 

U pu 

4 ) O 

o d 

4 ) O 

o d 

P 3 P 4 

CO 

P 3 ^ 

CQ 


a 

d 

PH 

4) 

t> 

3 

o 

co 

<z> 

« 


fe 

I? 

5-S 
< » 


d 

d 


2 

fi 

4> 


d 

£ 

<D 

a 


a 

o 

p 

Sh p 

P O 

£S 

M P 
< V co 

CQ d 

0) o 

PS O 


d 

d 


4) 

CO 

D 

3 


§ 

p2 

4) 

O 

d 

o 

CO 

4> 


t 

a 

CO 

4) 

P €) 
d p 
p p 
^ co 


d 

5 

4) 

CO 

D 

■a 


CO S 


£ 


a o 
CD xx 
P d 

o tX 

CQ W 


IP 


I 

u 

V 

to d p 

3 O B 
P P P 

£££ 


P 

% 

U 

4) 

co 

4> 

« 

A4 

Sh 

<2 

IP 

a 


a 

o 

p 

CO 

XX 

d 

o 

CO 

GC 

0) 

d 


X5 

CO 


d 

as 


d 

fi 

o 


d 

4> 

U 

< 


M 

CO 


p 

3 

» 

IP 


£ 

M 

a; 

r 

3 

H 


03 d 

as o 

CQ P 

CQ 

co d 

a & 

S3 


r 

a 

bO 

p 

CQ 

S? 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 













Title of Environmental Location Nature of Responsible Date Draft Estimated 

Statement of Proposal (i.e., Official Filed v/CEQ Date 

Proposal Land Use, (or est. date) of Final 

Herbicide, etc.) 


5776 


NOTICES 




vO 

vO 

vo 




3 

00 

CVJ 


t- 

t*- 


£ 

CVJ 


£ 

CVJ 


vo 

VO 

ir\ 

vp 

c- 



b- 





VO 

ir\ 

vO 

H 


c- 

a 





CQ 


U 


Vi 

V. 

V 

o 


O 

o 

O 

CQ 

H Vi 

CQ 

00 

CD 

*H 

P > 

05 0) 

d P 

+> t 

•H 
■p ^ 

4>U 

CQ V, 

o CO 

CQ V( 

CO Vi 

co Vi 

0> O 

*H 0) 

<D 0) 

4) O 

« s> 

V. 

bO Vi 

V. PX 

Vi PL . 

Vi Pi 

o d 

<D O 

o d 

o d 

o d 

Pm CO 

« Pm 

Pm CO 

Pm co 

Pm CO 


0> 


a 


a a 


•8 * 


sr 

ss* 

•H P O 
V. Q) >> 
PQ H ^ 


d 

£ O 

•ag 

co 

O M 


CQ 


.d 

p 

a § 

•a IS 

XI «J 
O CO 


I 


a a 

O M 


■a 

s 


t) 

> 

« 

H 

<0 

CO 

co 

t; p 
V< -H 


3 

sJ 

a 

v 

§ 

I 

£ 

'i 

•H 


d 

D 

SP 

•H 

d 

c 

05 


Vl 

€) 

► 


Vi 

CJ 

a 

pq 

5? 


a 1 

•a 

2 

3 

PL. 

CQ 

d 

•H 

m 

t ■ 

I 

Vi 

0) 

O 

d 

O P 
•H *H 

Ph C 
♦ d> 


vo 


VO 

CVJ 


d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

€5 

a 

05 

03 

« 

«3 

«5 

»—1 

rH 

H 

•H 

H 

rH. 

•H 

PL, 

Pi 

Pi 

Pi 

Pi 

Pi 

Pt 

t) 

0 ) 

t> 

0 ) 

«> 

€) 

t> 

CQ 

O 

fa 

CO 

CQ 

CO 

CO 

co 

D 



d> 


D 

»d 

d 

o 

TJ 

»d 

■d 

»d 

*2 

d 

CO 


d 

d 

d 

d 


€) 

us 

•H P 

Q D 



£ 


vO 


*Salina Planning Unit Fishlake NF, Land Use Plan Forest • 12/75 

Utah Supervisor 









.Title of Environmental Location Nature of Responsible Date Draft Estimated 

Statement of Proposal (i.e., Official Filed w/CEQ Date 

Proposal Land Use, (or est. date) of Final 

Herbicide, etc.) 


vO 


£ 

a 


ph 

CO 

D 

1 

5 


45 

■a 

J3 

CO 0} 
•H p 
*M ^ 


c 

D 

9 

*H 

C 

d 

cd 

rH 

CH 

p 

d 

o 

s 

<L> 

Pm 


VO 

GO 


£ 


o 

00 

4> t 

00 fn 

45 t> 

Pk 

o d 

Pm CO 


d 

cd 


d 

cd 


4) 

co 

D 

T* 

d 


d 

D 


d 

d 

cd 


.d 

cd 

•H 

i 


VO 

c*— 

VO 


£ 

CVJ 


NOTICES 


ON 


5777 


£ 

CVJ 


d 

05 


4) 

CO 

D 

d 


S3 

£ 

'o 'S 

e S 
w £ 


d 

D 


d 

d 

5 

Pi 

d 

00 

« 

d 

P 

c 

cd 


d 

cd 


45 

s 

d 


p 

•a 

E> 


SP SP 2 


d 

d 

cd 


o 

a 

4) 

O 

•H 

P 

a 

t 


d 

5 

P 

4) 

00 

D 

•d 

d 


5 5 5 



d 

S3 

8P 


05 

rH 

Pi 

X> 

CO 


d 

cd 


4> 

CQ 

53 

d 

5 


£ 

45 

P 

45 5 

*4 

PH M 


d 


C 

d 

cd 


H 

P 

O 

d 

d 

o 

5? 


VO 

<^T 


VO 

' ITV 

VO 

ir\ 

VO 

b— 

t'- 


C- 

C^ 

on 

00 

VO 

rH 



d 

05 


45 

CO 

d> 

TJ 

d 


d 

d> 

2 

•H 

d 

d 

cd 


cd 

o 

o 

? 


£ 

CVJ 


LTV 

$ 


CVJ 


irv 

c*- 

a 


i/v 

. VO* 


a 


H Pi 
cd 4) 
d P 
O oo 
-H 45 
bO Pi 
45 O 


U 

o 

CQ 

■p i 

CQ Pi 
45 45 
U g, 
p d 


A5 Ak CQ 


d 

d 

d 

cd 

cd 

cd 

rH 

H 

H 

PH 

PH 

Ai 

45 

45 

45 

CO 

O 

CO 

D 

a 

E> 

T5 

o 

*d 

d 

IQ 

d 

cd 

45 

cd 


« 

h3 


D 

SP 

•H 

2 

d 

cd 

rH 

PH 

co 

g 

•d 

cd 

4' 


d 

cd 


p 

d 

a 

45 

b0 

cd 

d 

X 

Pi 

45 

a 


45 

P 

P 


d 

D 

bO 

d 

•H 

d 

d 

05 


Pi 

4) 


I 3 » 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 










5778 


NOTICES 


t5 

43 iH 

-P 43 fiC 
«5 <P d 

a cj -h 

•H Q Jk, 

*p 

CO Vi 

W O 


<y v 

*P W -P 
V O d 
05 \T9 

A * 

Q 

T9 «P 
4) 43 CO 
-P H 43 


2 


t) 

H 

O 


to 5-« 
O 


O 


w 

c .. 

Vi 
i V 
© O 
0) 

K 


&! 


V 

-P 

43 


V 

O 

43 

3 

to 

fe5 


H 43 
05 GQ 

IS 

£s 


03 

T9 

•H 

O 

•H 

€ 

03 

« 


•d 


d 

o 

-H CO 

«%, & 

o o o 

a & 


d 

| 

o 

u 

•H 

> -P 
d d 
W 43 

«m i 

°s 

«> -p 
«—( CO 
-p 


£ 


vO 

VO 

VO 



C- 


vo 

' s ^ v _ 



fe- 

H 

LTV 

o 




H 



£ 


fe 

A 

-P 

o 

o 

t 

05 

CO 


d 

*H 

d 
d 
cS 
r—I 

P 

d 

o 


? 


IA 
ON 


o 


-p > 

co F* 

43 0) 

Pi 

p d 

P co 


5 


£ 

vo 


£ 

\D 


VO 

fe- 

vO 


£ 


£ 

VO 


ITN 

fe- 


on 


ir\ 

fe- 

9 




vO 


o5 


ES 

t> 

il 

■a 5 

a* 

H M 

-p 

D 

2P 

*3 

d 

3 


CO 

d 

o 

-p 

43 

Eh 

SL 

H 

CO 

*P 

to 

V 

3F 


d 


£ 

t) 

X> «5 
05 T9 
>> d 
•H > 
O 4) 
H fc 


3 3 


• V 

so 

d 

•H > 
O 43 
H 55 


fe 


d 

D 

9 

*H 

d 

d 

a) 

rH 

PH 

5h 

05 

P 

d 

05 


SP 

•H 

d 

d 

05 

53 

§ 

•H 

3 


£ 

43 

H 

W 

taO -P 

?i 


1 

0) 

55 

U 

F< 

-p 

d 

4 ; 


SP 

•H 

d 

d 

«9 


d 

o 

-p 

03 

4) 

H 

5h 

CO 

XX 

o 


* 


o 

d 

*H 

Pi 

? 


05 

a> 

Fh 

< 


X 

CO 

QQ 

d 

o 

CO 

d 

4) 

CO 


O 

♦ 


VO 


vO 

fe- 

OJ 


VO 

fe- 

CVJ 


ir\ 

fe- 


Ufe 

d -p 
o so 

•H 4) 
«> 

<D O 
« P 


t 


d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

CO 

d • 

-p 

05 

H 


05 

H 

05 

rH 

5 

05 

H 

5 

t 

d 

H 

CO 

Pi 

P 

P 

P 

P 

P 

P 

a 

p 

CQ 

GO 

4) 

4) 

43 

4) 

4) 

4) 

4) 

CO 

4) 

4) 

68 

CO 

co 

CO 

co 

CO 

CQ 


CO 

d 

£> 

D 

d> 

E> 

D 

D 

D 

Fh 

4) 

-P 4? 

D 

E 

il 

»a 

»d 

»d 

TJ 

T9 

T5 

T9 

T9 

t 5 d 

d 

d 

d 


d 

d 

d 

d v> 

d 

H 4) 


^ CO 


a 


05 

ss 

D S 


5* < 


« * 

ah 

-P d 
05 -P id 
CO C <0 
CO *H *P 

^ ^ D 


d 

D 

SP 


d 

fltS 

fH 

Ph 

d 

•H 

05 

4* 


£ 


I? -a 


u 

Q) 

Z 

05 

P 

-P 

CO 


4> 

to 

4) 

d 

# 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 






NOTICES 


5779 



CTJ PL, 

Q 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

r^ 

4h 


r*- 




r- 

o 



\ 





cr> 

vO 

rj* 

ro 

vO 

rH 


O' G 
PW4J 
4h u cd 

1^. 

«P 

G G to 
4-> i—I <D 
Cj *H 
Q Uh 5-t 
O 


G 

rH 

JD rH 
•H CtJ 
tO *H 

a o 

O *H 
0*4-1 
V) 4h 


G 
V) O 
PD «P 

o 

rH T3 

s - 
to 3 g 

O J T5 
P* *H 

o - o 

5h • *H 
pH G JD 
• Pi 
•H G 

'-'PC 


4h 

O 

O 

U 

S 

4-> 


§ 


G* 

to 


c3 4 h 8* 

U O O 

J3 £ 


a* 

+J 

S 


O 

U 


O 4-> 

w c 

CD 

4-1 £ 
O G 
+-> 
G ctf 
»H +-> 
+-> CO 


vO 

vO 

vO 

l n 

vO 

vO 




t ^ 










CM 

rH 

CM 

CM 

r- 


H 
O 
to 
•H 
4-> > 
to Pi 
G G 

o B* 

JX. CO 


S 

rH 

S 

rH 

s 

rH 

§ 

rH 

§ 

rH 

S 

rH 

cx. 

o. 

P4 

CP 

CP 

04 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

to 

to 

to 

to 

to 

to 

PD 

PD 

PD 

PD 

PD 

PD 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

-3 

5 

1 

1 

1 

3 


•s 

4-> 


ctf X 
to cd 


P 

> 


2 

4-1 

O 

G 

fr <2 

o o 

rH *H 
CO CtJ 
<P 

«§ 

G & 


to 

to 

Cti 

P4 

S 


G 


O 

4-> 


& 

4-> 

c3 

G 

CO 

* 


G 

§• 

rH 

CO 

P 

* 


I 

PJ 


<5$ 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 




















NOTICES 


•o ^ 

<D ^ 

•u o> 2 

CO 4J ^ 

e co £ 

•rl Q w 


co o 
W 

CD 

n cr -u 

4-1 w CO 
cfl U T3 

Q S • 

4J 

d) TJ CD 
4J (D dl 
CO rH 
Q n n 
Pm o 


a> 

H rH 

K4 



Ph 

X> CO 

O 



O 

H -H 

CD 

rH M 


CD 

CD O 

•H 

CO CD 


•H 

d H 

4J > 

C AJ 

4J 

> 

O 4-» 

CO V4 

O CO 

CD 

U 

Cu cm 

CD CD 

H <D 

CD 

0) 

CD O 

H CM 

00 M 

U 

o- 

a) 

O 3 

(D O 

O 

3 

P4 

CO 

P4 Pm 

Pm 

CO 


CD 


O 

4J 

cd 


4-4 H * 

O ^ d> * 
CO d) 

OHD’O 
Ph cO H 

o oil’d o 

4J O d H 
cO Cu cd JD 
2 Oh3 M 
Ph 0) 

(X. sc 


\£> 

r*- 


m 


vo 


vO 


oo 

r— 


o\ 

r*. 


o 

oo 


VO 


oo 


o 

oo 


\D 


to 


vo 


CO 


5781 


r- 


to 


vo 


a 

d 

d 

C 

a 

g 

d 

cO 

cO 

cO 

cO 

cO 

3 

3 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

CM 

PH 

PH 

CH 

PM 

ex. 

CM 

a) 

0) 

a) 

0) 

0) 

CD 

CD 

CD 

a 

CD 

CD 

CO 

V) 

to 

£> 

Pa 

d> 

03 



d> 


*-» 

o 


no 

•d 

nd 


a 

CD 

3 

1 

a 

d 

g 

cO 


cO 

cd 

cO 

3 

3 

»4 

04 

rJ 

hJ 

•J 

h 4 

-2 





CO 

& 

cO 


2 co 

cO 


cd 

tn cd 





* H 

Z — 

r ~ H 

•o 

•H 

~H 

ro 

Ll< •rH 

CD *H 


d 


rH 

fe C 


fe d 

d 

O d 

& d 

d 

« £ 

5h d 


o 


cO 


CD 

Z Vh 

cO 

T3 PH 

Z u 

cO 

Pi 



H 


CD 

O rQ cO 

o 


CO O 

o 


CD O 

co o 


4J 

4H 

O 

d) 4H 

CO T3 

CD 4h 

CD 

Ph 4h 

CD 4H 

CD 

co 

CM C-H 


cO 

O 

Si 

O H 

cO 

O H 

O 

O H 

O *H 

O 

a #r ^ 

•H 


o 


o 

42 rH 

H > 

42 rH 

42 

H3 rH 

42 rH 

42 

3 

CO rH 


o 


M 

cO cO 

o d) 

cO cO 

CO 

rH CO 

CO CO 

cd 

rH CO 

o cd 

a 

►4 


pH 

H CJ 

H 23 

EH CJ 

H 

W U 

H U 

*H 

cu u 

rJ O 


rH 



CD 


d 








CO 



d) 


3 








4-» 



M 


rH 

d) 







d 



O 


Ph 

rH 







0) 



d 



O 







g 



U 


«P 

02 







2 

4J 


H 


d 








o 

a 


. 


CD 

rH 





rH 


M 

3 


aT 


cs 

rH 





cd 


H 

a 


H 


CD 

CD 





4-> 


> 

d> 


4J £ 


bO 

02 





CO 


P 

4-» 


H tj 


cd 

1 



CD 


cd 


w 

CO 


•H*d 

. 


rH 


4H 

rH 


o 



XJ 




ct[ 

rH 


H 

rH 


o 

co 

4-1 

CO 


i ^ 


5? 

H 


CJ 




O 

O 



<D 



42 



> 


Fh 

d 




(D £ 


?-■ 

M 


«0 

<D 


d 

•H 

d) 



4* ft 


CD 

CO 


-o 

«H 


CO 

CM 

rH 






CD 


CO 

f2 




4J 





1 

Ph 


> 

£ 


bC 

• 

H 





•H 

O 


CD 

O 


•H 

4-> 

H 



H * 


H 

Pm 


23 

C5 


PQ 

s 




HC 



HC 

- 

HC 






FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 










5782 NOTICES 



73 

<D rH 

4-» a> CO 
(d 4J c 

VO 

vO 


vO 

>- 

vO 

vO 

vO 


e £ -h 


r^. 



r^- 

r>- 

r*- 



•H Q Pm 







**** 



4J 

CM 

r*- 

CM 

CM 

vO 

cn 

CM 



QQ 4-1 

w o 


• 





rH 



/-N 

, 









a> 





y 





u aw 

44 pq £ * 

£ O 73 

<r 

VO 

VO 

<r 

vO 

m 

vO 

vO 


pi ^ 







r*^ 



Q & • 










PJ 

CM 

CM 

Ov 

rH 

CM 

co 


CM 


a) 'O m 
u a) a> 

rH 



rH 

rH 





CO r—1 

Q -H H 










Pm O 










v-/ 




















<0 

rH *H 


U 


Pi 






CO 


O 


O 






•H *H 

rH Pi 

CD 

rH M 

CD 






CO U 

co a> 

*H 

co a) 

•H 






£ «H 

£ 4-» 

4J > 

£ 4J 

4J > 







O 44 

O CD 

CD Pi 

O CD 

CD Pi 





Q 


a. 44 

•h a> 

0) 0) 

•h a> 

0) 0) 





W 


CD O 

60 M 

V4 CU 

60 M 

Pi CP 

— 


•* 

•* 



a> 

a> o 

O £ 

CL) O 

O £ 







& 

£3 Pm 

Pm CO 

Pd Pm 

Pm CO 





M 











H 











2 


•L • 









O 


• o 









u 


0) 4-» 


£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 



• a) 


<0 

CO 

5 

CO 

c0 

C0 

£ 

LO 


44 «H * 


rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 



0^0) * 

£ 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

3S 


co a> 

o 








O 


0) iH 35 73 

«H 

0) 

0) 

0) 

0) 

0) 

0) 

0) 

M 


Pi £ *H 

4J 

CD 

O 

CD 

CO 

CO 

CD 

CD 

o 


3 00 73 O 

CO 

35 

Pi 

3) 

35 

£3 

33 

35 

w 


•U O C *H 

01 


£ 






2 


CO CU CO ,jQ 

Pi 

73 

O 

73 

73 

*o 

73 

73 


2 OJ P 

a 

£ 

CD 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 


U Q) 

0) 

CO 

a> 

CO 

cO 

cO 

7J 

CO 


a. as 

Pd 

rH 

33 

►H 


rH 

i-5 

»-5 






>v 










U 







. 



•H 







£-3 


* 

£ _« 
•H 5 

Pi *H 






£ rH 

O CO 

« g 



*r | 






•H CD 

•H O 



2>S 






WJ 4-1 O 

O 44 

3 


— 

— 

— 

• 


£ O O- 

£ iH 



o 9r i 






O O 

CT rH 









O Pt 

a> co 



*£ ^ 






rH 3l 

CO o 



CO ^ 






rH 










(0 










4J 










<3 










a) . 



£ 







0 



c0 



Pi 




£ 4J 

■* 


rH 



•H 




O £ 



34 



£ 


• 


U 0) 

• 4 





35 

73 

£ 


. -h e 



• 




£ 

4-1 


> <U 

60 


4J 

4J 


60 

• O 

X 


£ U 

£ 

£ 




£ 

rH 



W CO 

•rl 

M 

fi 

£ * 

cO 

•H 

CJ 

M 


4J 

Pd 

a) 

a 

•rH 

4J 

£ 

u 

Pi 


44 co 

Pd 

£ 

Pi 

CD 

£ 

5EJ 

O 


o 

rH 



H 

CO 

cd 

1 

Pm 



CO 

a) 

Pi 


j£ 

rH 

73 



a) 

u 

rH 

0) 

Pi 

CO 

34 

Pi 

X 


rH 

0) 

4J 

.0 

0) 



CO 

4J 


4J 

£ 

4J 

a 

04 

• 

< 

Pi 

£ 


iH 

•H 

•H 

•H 

o. 

4J 

2 

■H 

O 


H 


rH 

H 

3) 

s 

X 

O 

CO 






*lc 

HC 

HC 

HC 

HC 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 






REGION 5 CONTINUED 


NOTICES 


5783 


-O 

0 

4-> 4— 

LO 

VO 

vo 

00 

03 O 


r^ 

r^. 

rv 

E r— 



\ 


f (Dfl 

r— 

CVJ 

CVJ 

10 

4-> -»-> C 

CO (O *•— 

UJ DLL 





,_ 





01 





4-> 





cr 03 





•PLJT3 * 
4- O 

VO 

VO 

vo 


03 \ • 

r^ 


rv. 


£ 4-> 





"O C/3 

VO 

VO 

o 

CVJ 

-O 0) 



r— 


03 03 

4-> r- 
03 t- O 

Q U- > — 





03 






s- 


&- 


-Q 03 

o 


O 


•r— *r— 

to 

1— u 

to 


to o 

•r- 

03 03 

•r— 


C -r- 

4-> > 

C +-> 

4-> > 


O 4— 

CO L- 

O CO 

CO S- 


Ql4— 

03 03 

•r- 03 

03 0 


to O 

S- CL 

CT> t- 

S- Q. 

— 

03 

O 3 

03 O 

O 3 


CL 

Ll. C/) 

CL Ll. 

Ll. CO 







•V • 





• O 

03 4-> 

c 

C 

C 

c 

• 03 

05 

03 

03 

tO 

•r— 

r~ 


r— 

I— 

' - ' m 

Q_ 

Cl. 

a. 

Ql. 

4- ~ 03 

O r- 03 -O 

03 

03 

0 

0 

n3 to t— 

to 

U 

to 

CO 

03 to 3 U 

ZD 

S- 

ZD 

3) 

S- O *r- 


3 



3 0.-0 -Q 

T3 

O 

T3 

“O 

+-> O C L- 

C 

CO 

C 

c 

03 L- 03 0 

03 

03 

03 

03 

21 O_1 31 

—1 

CL 

—J 

_J 







£ 





cO 


aJ 


C r— 

° ‘c 
c £ 


fe g 


O 03 

•f— rH 




•r- CO 

4-> 4- O 

S«§ 




03 O CL 

TD 

•* 


— 

u o 

C 




O L- 

03 


•o«4 


_J Ql. 

2 : u 

4-3 

2 :^ 




c 





£ 


c 






p. 


0 

0 

to 

03 


bo 


4-> 

4-> 

* 

cd 

03 

£= 

C 

r> 

CJ 

—1 

3 

O) 4-> 

03 

1 d 


O 

4- E C 

LU 

,2! 

0 

ZEL 

O C 03 



C 


O E 

03 

U 

•r— 

L. 

03 S- 03 

r— 

0 

O 

0 

i — *r- -M 

T3 

rQ 

•r— 

0 

+-> > 03 

*o 

E 

■O 

L. 

-r- C 4-> 

•r— 

•H 

0 

03 

hUW 

2 : 

H 

2: 

3 


* 





vO 


-d- 


\D 




s 

C 

CO 

TO 

rH 

rH 

a, 

Ph 

0 

0 

V) 

CO 

D 




g 

s 

»-3 

3 



vO 

r^ 

o 


NO 

LO 


vO 

\ 

LO 


LO 


s s 


0 

to 

:=> 


a, 

a> 

V) 

:d 


-aJ 

2-»*H 


10 O 
05 4-1 


rH 05 
0U CJ 


'd 

•H 

ID 

* 


I 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 











Title of Environmental Location Nature of Responsible Date Draft Estimated 

Statement of Proposal (i.e.. Official Filed w/CEQ Date 

Proposal Land Use, (or Est. date) of Final 

Herbicide, etc.) 


5784 


NOTICES 


VO 

VO 

VO 

oo 

so 

r- 

vO 


r*. 


1^. 



t^. 






\ 

\ 

\ 

\ 


LO 

CO 


to 


vO 

r^ 





% 

* 




oo 

LO 

VO 

vO 

vO 


vO 

vO 




r- 

r^ 


r- 


v, 








CO 

f— 

C\J 

O) 

to 

CM 

to 

CM 







rH 

£ 








•r- 








lO 








03 £ 

«■» 







CQ O 

ur> 







4-> 

1 







CD 03 

cn 

£ 

* 





O £ 

to 

O 






JZ +-> 

f— £ -o 

to 





rH 

03 to 

03 CD £ 

T— 





ct3 

H *r— 

£ *P 03 

+-> > 





CJ 

£ 

O to 

to £ 





o 

CD -r— 

•r- CD 

0) CD 





•H 

E 

03 £ 1 

£ Q- 

J 

c 

* 

— 

bO 

03 T3 

CD O QC 

O 3 





o 

-J 

on ll — 

Ll. CO 


- 



ct: 1 

£ 


£ 

s 

d 

s 

d 

d 

03 

£ 

03 


3 

3 

3 

3 

r— 

o 


r-H 

H 

r-H 

rH 

rH 

Q- 

•r- 

CL 

CL 

CL 

CL 

CL 

PL 


to 







<D 

to 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

to 

•i- CD 

to 

V) 

to 

tO 

to 

O 

ZD 

E £ 

=> 

tD 

CD 


d> 

£ 


to *r- 






d 

“O 

£ _J 

TD 



'd 


o 

£ 

03 

£ 

2 

2 

2 

H 

3 

CO 

03 

£ 

03 

3 

3 

3 


-J 

h- 

-J 

►J 

£i 

£1 

£1 


4-> 03 

+■> CD 







£ *r- 

£ JZ 







(D £ 

CD 03 







E £ 

E >> 







CD O 

CD •!— 03 







cn 4— 

00*0 


~ ct3 

OS 




CD 03 # r— TO 

CD 03 H— 03 

~ 03 




O £ r- T3 

O £ > 


CL, *H 

2 d 





-£ 03 03 03 

-£ 03 "O CD 





OJZO > 

03Z £Z 

£ 

£ 




I— CD 

I— 03 

£ O 

to o 

o 




£ •* Z 

£ 

CD 4- 

£ 4h 

4h 




CD -r- 4-> 

CD *r- 4-> 

tO *r— 

£; *H 

O *H 




J* to «r- T3 

LkC tO *r— ~ 

to r— 

3 rH 

>>rH 


z. 

— 

03 03 £ £ 

03 03 £ LL 
— J CO ID ^ 

03 03 

r-H Ct3 

d o3 




_1 CQ ZD 03 

-J O 

CL CJ 

hH U 




£ 








to 



-M 








•H 





CL 

4- CD 

£ 






d 

r* or £ 

& 






3 

03 4-> 1- 







i—i 

£ 4-> tA) 

o o 


£ 



r* 

CL 

CD £ £ 03 

•r- d 


CD 




£ CD •«- CQ 

4- PQ rH 


> 



CD 

• 

CD £= 

•r— r-H 


•H 


d 

CD 

<P 

CJ3 CD to <D 

CJ ^ *H 


CC 


•H 

£ 


03*0 O 

OS O X 




to 

U 

*D <0 £C 

CL CT) 

£ 

£ 


03 

CD £ 03 03 

1 .H g 

O 

(D 

4-> 

PQ 

CL 

£ 

00 05 r— |— 

03 H S 

£ 

rC 

o 


O 

CD 

o s: 

£ £ O 

03 



o 

X 

rO 

Q. • CD 

£ CD C* 

E 

03 


d 

V) 


O £ Ll. 

CD £ 


o 

£ 

i 

•H 

• H 

£ O -03 

•r- o O 

5 

Ll 


PQ 

H 

CL 4— 2Z _J 

OO PL +-> 

4c 


•K 


■K 

* 








FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 





REGION 5 CONTINUED 


NOTICES 


5785 


-o — 

<D CD 

4-> <D C 

vO 

r^ 

1^ 



r^ 

vO 

b- 


CO 4-» — 





r^ 

r^ 


b— 


E CD Li- 







• — 



— Q 

-a- 

CM 

CSI * 

CM 

CM 

CM 

CM 

LTi 


4-» 14- 

in o 

IxJ 




















(1) 










4-» O' -M 

4> LU CD' 










CD O “O 

1- ^ 

O 5 • 

\D 

vO 

vO 

vO 

v£> 

vO 

vO 

h- 

VO 

4-4 




r>- 




t- 

t— 

fl) D w 


•s 

— 

\ 

v* 


- \ 



4-* CD CD 

CD — 
0—1- 

* 

oo 

oo 

oo 

oo 

oo 

oo 

H 

ir\ 

U. 3 











L. 







fci 


0) 

o 







O 



in 






— L 

CD 


-Q CD 







CD CD 

•H 


•— «— 

4-4 > 






C 4-4 

-P > 


in u 

in 1- 






O in 

CO U 


c — 

CD 0) 






— CD 

0) CD 

— 

O 4- 

L. Q. 


— 

— 



cn i_ 

U Pi 


CL 4- 

O D 






CD O 

O 2 


in O 

CD 

Li. CO 






0C . U- 

CQ 


GC 




















• 

C 

c 

c 

c 

c 

c 

c 

d 

d 

• O 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CO 

CD 

CD 

CD 

3 

3 

CD 4J 

—— 

#— 




*— 

•— 

rH 

rH 

4- • 0) 

o — * 

Q- 

Cl. 

a. 

a. 

a. 

Q- 

O- 


(U 

— CD ~ 

<D 

CD 

a> 

CD 

0) 

0) 

0) 

a) 

0) 

CD in <l) 

in 

in 

in 

in 

in 

in 

o 

CO 

CQ 

1- — ID “O 

ID 

ID 

ZD 

ID 

ID 

ZD 

&- 

Z> 


D CO — 







D 



4J in -O O 


“O 

“O 

"O 

TJ 

“O 

o 



CD O C — 

c 

c 

c 

c 

C 

c 

in 

d 

d 

Z CL CD -O 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

CD 

3 

3 

0-11- 
L. 0) 

—1 

—1 

—1 

—1 

—1 

—1 


4-J 


Q- Z 











* CD 







co a 5 


c — 

Z c 









O CD 







0) d 


— in 

L. 







> u 


*J 4- O 

CD O 


I 

— 

— 

— 

•* 

•H O 


CD O CL 

1- 4- 









O O 

L. — 









O 1- 

0) — 







X H 


—1 Q_ 

— CD 







•H (0 



CO o 







CQ O 


_ 










CD 










4-» 










c 

2 




CD 






E 






C 

4-> 



C 



u 

CD 


•— 




O -M 



CD 

—1 


D 

o 



1- C 



m 



□r 

c 



— o 




in 


CD 

00 



> E 



CD 

in 


O 


d 

C CD 


L. 


CD 


"> 

s* 


3 

LU 4-4 

CD 

•H 

f. 

0) 

1 

CO 





rH 

CD 

4- 4-4 

> 

CD 

U) 

i 

O 

CD 

c 

CD 

& 

IS 

^ s 

O oo 

H 

j 

a: 

“O 

44 

in 

o 

CO 



43 CD 
•H S 

O 

i 

in 

L. 

D 

a. 

1— 

a> 

•H 

d 


o> 

CD 

CT 

— 

0) 



D 

4-4 

c 

C 


u 

Cl 

E 

tn 

CD. 

i- 

5 

CL 

-C 

O 

jD 

CL 

z> 

H 

•H 

CO 

X & 

0 ,2 




* 


* 




ft, CO 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 











REGION 5 CONTINUED 


5786 


NOTICES 


“O 

0) r— 

4-> 03 





Q Q) C 

E +-> -r- 

CD 



ID 

•r (OLL 





+■> Q 





to 4— 

o 



LO 

LU O 

r™ 









CD 





4-> cr+-> 

4- LU 03 
fOU*D 

Q 3: • 

ID 



VO 

4-> 

r^. 




cu-o w 





4-> CD CD 

fO r— 

O -r- S- 

CO 



CM 

LL. O 





v “** 





CD 





r— r— 




s. 

-O 03 




o 

•r— t— 

r— t. 



m 

in o 

re CD 



*i— 

c •«- 

C 4-> 



4-> > 

O 4- 

o in 



in C- 

Q-4— 

•r- Qi 



CD CD 

in O 

cn S- 



S- CL 

CD 

CD O 



O 3 

QZ 

CU Li. 



Ll CO 






#* • 





• o 

CD 4-> 

CZ 



CZ 

• CD 

re 



re 

•r- 

f 



r - * 

4— -> — *» a 

O CD CD 

CL. 



CL 

r— CO T3 

CD 



0) 

(D fOD’r 

U 



CO 

s. in o 

s- 



Z3 

3 O "O *r- 

3 




4-> CL CZ _Q 

O 



*o 

03 O 03 S- 

in 



c 

^ S-1 CD 

0) 



re 

o_ ZC 

DC 


cd 

u 




O-rj 

o cd 




C a 

CZ *H 



o5 

•r- C 

•r~ C 




*0,0 

“O H 



CO 

S-<+H 

s- o 


“O 

<D 

re *H 

03 4h 

CZ r— 

* c 

S- 

CH 

CZ -H 

o re 

CO 03 -O 

05 

L- r—1 

•r- in 

(D r- 

re 

CDU 

cd cd 

CO U 

4-> 4- O 

i— CD Q- CD 

03 O CL 

CD > 


•k. 


O O 

CD CD 

in 

c cn 

cz - 

O i- 

C r- 

o 

re Pi 

re PLi 

—1 CL 

C o _J U0Z 

OO 2Z 






re 





4-> 





CZ 





CD 





1 

CZ 




o cr 

<e # 




CD 




c 

•r- E 

CL 



•r* 

> CD 




in 

CZ 4-> 

• 



re 

LU re 

+-> 



CQ 


cn 




4- CO 

Z 



s. 

O 




re 


V. 



01 

CD 

CD 



CO 

r— 

-Q 




4-> 

£ 



C7> 

•r— 

•r— 



•r— 

1— 

I— 



CQ 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 










NOTICES 


5787 



- vO 


bo 

£ 


nd 

O rH 

4-> Cd 

cd 0 CJ 

•r3 cd Pm 

^ Q. 

10 4-i 

w o 


O' c 
4-> W <M 
rt 

cd \nd 

s 3 . 

nd 4-» 

O 0 tO 
<P> rH O 

a *h 

Q P< P 

o 


0 

rH 

**3 


S' 


. „ o 

O *H 
P<4h 
10 4-1 
Q O 


0 
to O 

4-t 3 0) 

° rt'S 

tO Cd 0 

o^'d 

M4 


0 

P 

H 


+-' O 


* o 

• *H 
O JQ 

♦ fr-i 
•H 0 

‘-'X 


o cd 
•H to 

4-> O 
cd 4-1 Q* 
O O O 

♦3 £ 


cd 

+-> 

s 


c 

p 

•H 

I 

4-1 

O 


§ 

I 

S 

P 

CO 


vO 


CM 


vO 

vO 


vO 


1^ 

r- 


vO 

r- 


vO 


CM 


LO 

vO 

vO 

r- 

VO 

LO 

r- 


r>- 



r>» 


\ 

■— 


'— 


cn 

CM 

CM 

rH 

ro 

rH 


g 

•H 

bO 

0 0 
PC o 
•H 
4-> > 
tO H 
0 0 
£ ^ 


P 

§. 


u 

•H 
4-! • 

•H <£ 
U Q 
cd co 
a, X 


00 

o 

tNJ 

t-- 

o\ 

P> 

0 

g S 

P O 
4-> bO 
CO 0 

<r> <§ 

.5 - 

p- "2 

g 

CO rH 
«P 
cn p 
rH O 
ro Pm 


4. 

o 
(0 
•H 
4-> > 
to P 
0 0 

6 9- 

m co 


0 

to 

X 


0 


g 


0 

0 

P 

CJ 

Pi 

0 

0 

Q 

4-> 

to 

3 


0 

X 


0 


0 

X 


I j it I 


rH bO 

d.5 

u ^ 


to 

0 

4-> 

5 

O 


to 0 

s<s 


I 

g 

I 


0 

X 


g 

bO 


P 

Q 


bO 

0 0 


Pm 


* 

O 


0 

to 



4-> 


0 


0 

to 


oc: 

r* 

0 

0 



0 

p 

P 

to 

4-> 

0 

CJ 

CJ 

0 

P> 

a 

P 

CJ 

X 

0 

g 

0 

0 

rH 

jq 

0 

p 

t> 

4-> 

o 

4-( 

cd 

p 

4-> 

to 

4h 

0 

cd 

0 

0 

O 

rH 

X 


Q 

CJ 

CJ 

* 


4C 


■K 


VO 


CM 


NO 

1^- 


cd 


0 

6 « 
•H 0 
bO Pi 
0 O 
PC Pm 



FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 














5788 


NOTICES 


O 

O 

vO 

O 

»—i 

o 

P- v 

oc 


o 


to 


G 
CD G 
4-> 

G P< 

t —■. 

^ 4-1 

o 


O' o 
P A3 P 
^ u e? 

p ^ 

Q 

*G P 

O O to 

P rH G 
G *H 
Q Ph P 
O 


g 

«H 

Xj i-H 
•H CO 
10 *H 

c o 

o ;H 

Ph^ 
to <-M 

o o 

pc 


o 


g 

p 

s 


o 

43 

§ 

w 


4-1 

O 


4-> 

G 

o 


o 

p 

G G 

rH 4-> 

P 00 


o 

vO 

vo 

VO 

o 

o 


r*- 

r^ 


r^ 



\ 

\ 

\ 


\ 

^3* 

0> 

o 

tn 

oo 

CM 



rH 



rH 


vO 


vO 

r^* 


o 


to 


o 

r"- 


00 


LO 


vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

^ LO 

LO 

vO 



r^ 

r- 




r- 




\ 

\ 

\ 



V 


ro 


rH 

to 

oo 

o> 

CM 

rH 

CM 


vO 


Csl 


P 

O 

(0 


CO 4 
O G 

o §* 

pH 05 


rH P 
G o 
G P 
o CO 
•H <D 
bO Pi 
G O 
PC u, 


Th 

O 

CO 

•H 

p > 
CO p 
O (1) 

o & 

pH to 


10 U 
ZD P 
4-1 G 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 


03 

G 

G 

G 

8 

O iH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

TJ 

• P 

P 

rH 

rt c * 
O CO E G 

CP 

P- 

Ph 

pH 

Oh 

Ph 

CJ 

c 

< 

< 

Ph 

J- Ch'O 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

G 

PC bO 

to 

CO 

G 

GO- -H 

CO 

CO 

CO 

to 

JtO 

to 

' vG 

o 

CO 

o 

P o - o 


G5 




ZD 

CO 

G 

G 

p 

G P • *H 
GO 


r G 

nd 


T3 

r O 

to G ^ 

G *H 

»H 

rH 

§ 

• P 
•H G 

V J H- 

S 

rS 

.1 

1 

►J 

§ 

A3 

5 

kS 

.-3 

8 

A3 


< -*r 

1 

CtJ 

c§ 

to 

cS 


o 

K 

O' 


O- 

>- 

QC 

< 

a 


> 

< 

o 

z 

o 

2 


o 

z 


o 

> 




P 




• 




cc 

HU 



2 ir 




cr g 




►— 

t/t 

G 

rH 

JG ^ 




o o 


\ 


o 

O 

o3 

o 




G P 




UJ 

•H 

to 

G _ 


A 

4* 

CO bO 



rr. 

* 

P 

c 

•h C 


tO-p-. 

Ph 

\ G 

•k 


© 

_i 

G 4-1 

Ph 

Ph O 


zz 

2: 

P -H 

& 



QC 

U O 

o 

P 


a 

UD* 

O ^ 



rrt 

Ul 

O 

p 

bo 


«H p 

P 

AC to 



vw 

•—J 

UJ 

A3 

Ph 

P G 


rH 3 G 

O G G 

G G 

G G 


Jh g 

u_ 



O *P 


•H G O 

U G O 


G O 






pg r 


PG W 

OG bo r 


cr bo 


IJ bO 




4-1 to 


CTJ rH G 

XH (1) 




G ^ 




•H CtS 


MS k 

520 

£:!£ 

Mt 

NF 

!<§ =4 


i<^ 



Ph 

p 

•H 

B 

co 

•H 

i 

.P 

p 

G 


ac 

G 

G 

P 

CJ 

P 

cO 

G 

00 

r. 


8 


C 

•H 

CO 

p 

G 

c- 

a 

G 

P 

H 


P 

•H 


£ 

Q 


pG 

o 

4 ; 


A! 

P 

O 

CP 


G 

O 

CO 

* 


G 

G 

P 

rH 

JS 

I 

co 

G 


CO 

4: 


CO 

G 

G 


u 

5 


G 

G 

P 

to 


AC 

o 

<§ 

•5*8 

G3 g 
P 

(2«3 

G 
~ P 
^ CO 

o \ 
•p c 

£2 

« 8 
U- U 


AC 

G 

G 

P 

CJ 

P 

to 

5 


t^ 

P 

cS- 

& 


c 

O 


§ 


I § 

bO Oh 


£ H 


G 

• H 

bO 

i-H 

w 












5790 


NOTICES 


G 

m 


8 

vO 

S 

hH 

CO 



O' 0 
P W P 
4h qj OS 

gv° 

Q 


T3 

0 


c3 

Q 


P 


P 

to 

0 

P 

o 


0 

rH 

rP rH 
•H 03 
10 «H 

c o 

O *H 
P<p 
CO <P 

0 o 
oZ 


4-1 

o 

0 

4. 

2 

P 

cb 


§ 

•H 

P 

Cv3 4 h 
O O 

o 

-1 


a 

to 

o 

P 

o 

p 

P 


ct5 

P 

g 


O 

P 

•H 

w c 

o 

4-1 £ 
O 0 

4 -> 
0 CT$ 
rH P 

P CO 
•H 

H 


vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

r^ 





t— 


t^ 








\ 



o> 

CM 

LO 

00 

CM 


a> 

oo 

o> 


vO 

VO 

LO 

vO 

vO 

r- 


r- 

r^. 

t^ 


\ 

\ 

\ 

\ 

CM 

in 


CM 

m 

P 



P 


o 



O 


to 

rH P 


to 


•H 

OJ 0 


•H 


P > 

C P 


P > 


to p 

O to 


to P 


0 0 

•H 0 


0 0 

2 


bO P 

0 O 


&g* 


CXh C/3 

CC PH 


pc. c/3 



VO 


vO 


CM 


vO 


£ O 
0 bo 


0 

4. 

O 


US' 

P ~ 

0 to 

£g 

0 £ 

§> s 

OH Jh 

a; ^ o 


0 

p 

p 

0 


bO 

0 


g 

bO 

0 

s 


Jg 

\ C 

4 *H 

0X 
<0 
o3 a3 


is! 


■g 

£ 


bO 
• 0 


i 

P3 


i 

X 

P 

03 


* 


P 

S 


b0 

03 


0 

•S 


* 



P 

S 

P 

•1C 


PG 

«K 


■g 

£ 

P 


vO 

t^- 

ro 


g o 

S« 

So £ 

fl> P 
rV O 
* P 


Use, 

etc.) 

§ 

§ 

§ 

§ 

p 

O 

HH 

§ 

§ 

g 

5 

rH *"d 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

P 

PJ 

rH 

rH 

rH 

03 C * 

to P 0 

P 

Ph 

P 

P 

rH C 

03 0 

P 

P 

P 

P 

op^d 

0 

0 

0 

0 

IS 

0 

0 

0 

0 

P -H 

to 

to 

U 

O 

to 

to 

to 

O 

o - u 

:=> 


p 

P 

0 O 

CD 

N? 

1 

CD 

P 

Pr 

(i.e. 

Herbi 

i 

c3 

-3 

to 

0 

p 

O 

to 

p 

rC rH 

P 0 

O > 

0 0 

CO Q 


1 

§ 

to 

0 

cc 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 






NOTICES 


5791 


T3 



0 


rH 

4 


TO 

TO 

0 

P 

TO 

4 

•H 

•H 

TO P 

4 

Q 


to 


4-1 

W 


O 


O' o 
4-> w +j 
«4-l o rt 

T* 4 
0 O (0 
P H (D 
TO «H 

O 


0 


pO r-H 
•H 05 
CO »H 

P O 

O *H 
P4H 
to 4-1 

o o 

P 


0 

to 

*. = 
OH'd 

to p 
O to TO 
^ o J'd 

DP- -H 
4 0 - L> 

TO 4 • *H 

P O JD 
• 4 
•H 0 


<D 


05 

4 

s 


o 

4. 


£ 

P 


4 

P 

| 
O 

4 
0 TO 
rH 4~> 

4 CO 


4-1 

o 


no 


oo 


r- 


r*- 


vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

NO 


OO 





N 



vO 


\ 




\ 

LO 


tO 

CN| 

vO 

CM 


vO 

NO 


NO 

r- 

r- 





\ 


CM 

oo 

H- 

rH 


4 




O 



i—I 4 

to 



TO 0 

•H 



P 4 

4 > 



O to 

co 4 



•H 0 

0 0 



OO 4 

4 P 



0 O 

O D 



P P 

P CO 




NO 

VO 

m 

NO 

NO 

OO 


r- 











rH 

rH 

to 

to 

CM 

«H 

rH 


0 


U 

i-l 

P 

0 

L) 

I 

10 

p 


p 

0 

:=> 


p 

0 

P 


0 

P 


§ i i 

hJ _j j 


I 

h3 

05 

P 

i 

4-1 

4-1 

O 


CO 

g 

•H 

4 

05 

rH 

a 

0 

p 


rH 

rH 

rH 

iH 

rH 

P 

P 

P 

P 

P 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

CO 

CO 


CO 

CO 

D> 


\.S3 

n> 

p) 

1 

1 

| 

1 

1 

s 

rH 

1 

3 

i-4 

3 

43 


s *3 

O rt 

•H CO 

4 O 

•» 


* 

§ s 

•k 

*1 

A 

TO 4h P 

u o o 

§ 


g 4 

D 

3 & 

o e 


TO bO 
bo p 

U bO 
•H p 

X p 


o o 

O bO 
rP 0 r 


O *H 

P X 

TO to 

P*H 

|frP 

•H O 
bo 
CO 0 


S6 


r* Jg 

o ^ 

rH TO 

o ^ 

C/3 & 


4 

0 

> 


03 

0 

r* 

o 

O 

4 

U 

* 


1 

rH 

to 

CO 

05 

4 

u 

* 


i 

u 

g 

u 

p 

o 

i: 

4 

p 

•H 

& 

P 

CO 


• 1 


r* 

0 

0 

4* 


4 

0 

rH 

4 

(S 


CO 

•H 

.§ 


I 

0 

a 

p 

« 


t 

o 

i 

8 

4 

0 

pC 

C 


0 


I 

u 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 












5792 


NOTICES 


£3 


•H 

GQ 

o 

O 

C3 


oo 

B 

•H 

bo 

& 


• O i4 

vO 

vO 

NO 

vO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

4J f*< 


I^S 



r>* 

r^s 


00 








W 

vO 

NO 

NO 

i-4 

CM 

VO 

o 


or^ 

u w G 

44 O 44 

G ^ G 
M £ TJ 
HD 

TD • 
G G 44 
4J H ffl 
G -H G 
Q P* 

U 

o 


0) 


rO r4 

T!5 

G O 
O -H 
CM 44 
CO 44 
0) O 
PCS 


0 ) 


44 « 

o h <y 

CO CD 
G CO G> 
>4 O 

3 cxnd 
44 o G 
CO H G 
25 P4 iJ 


G »H 

O cd 

•H CO 

44 44 O 
GOO, 

a o 

o u 

■3 PM 


vO 

NO 

NO 

m 

LO 

NO 

NO 

r>i 







""N*. 






**■>* 

CM 

r4 

CO 


CM 

i-4 



rH Fh 

O to 
•h <d 
PO Jh 

g o 

Pi H*. 


& 

CO 

•H 

»£ 

n p. 

o |=r 
n co 


Til * 
1* 
■S s 

«s| 


& 

V) 

•H 


I 


CO 
Q) 

14 

O ^ 

c/d 


G 

G 


G 

G 

3 

cd 


G 

G 

r-4 

i-4 


r4 

i-4 

P4 

PM 


CM 

CM 

G 

<D 


G 

G 

a 

CO 


a 

CO 

M 

S3 

2 

>4 

G> 

3 



3 


O 

T) 


O 

T5 

00 

G 


00 

G 

a) 

3 


G 

cd 

Pi 



Pi 

►4 





G 



ep 


G 



s 


pG G 

25 

Pm 



U *H 


525 

G 


O P0 

T3 


P0 


O V4 

co eg 

X G 

G G 


x o 

a) e 

3 S 

T3 S 


G G 

JS cO 

O G 

G G 


4J O 

j*s *Q 

G rO 

iH ^ 

2 

44 

G G 

G G 

r—i cd 


G * 

CO r4 

O tH 

G iH 


X Pm 

PQ < 

cj < 

E4 


O 25 






ON 









i-4 




o 





rj 




G 



J25 

CO 





3 




44 



G 

o 




44 

(—4 




G 



O * 

CO 




•H 

(X 




G 



•H • 





G 





§ 



£2 

G 





£ 




O 

44 

G 

G 

•H 


G 


G 

0) 

M 



14 

G 

o 

CO G 

P0 


G 


•H 

£ 

G ' 



•H 

G 

•H 

G 

U 


r4 


G 

<D 

> 



> 

e 

P0 44 $4 

O 

• 

PM 

44 

44 

b0 

•H 

i-4 


G 

G 

G 

CO 44 

G 




G 

P5 

t-4 

G 

U 

44 

Pi 

G X 

O 


44 

G 

3 



G 

PM 


G 


U O 



G 

13 

c 


G 

cfl 

O 

44 

44 

G 

O G 

* 


G 


X 


P0 

© 

i-4 

O 

CO 


(34 G 

G 


e 

X 



o 

3 

CO 



G 

CM 

44 

Jh 

G 

3 

M 

Jh 

o 

dS 


G 


X 

a 

G 

CD 

P0 

O 

G 

G 

44 


♦G 

i-4 


44 

< o 

G 

rO 

G 

G 

P0 

o 

44 44 

G 

44 

4J 


3 

O CM 

r4 


G 

G 

P0 


G -H 


3 

*H 


O 

co 

44 

•H 

3 

O 

3 

.5 

X G 

G 

O 

H 


CO 

53 r4 <J 

H 

X 

CJ 

Q 

C-. 

o 


CO 




FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 











NOTICES 


5793 


0 

4-> rH 

<0 CO 

v£) 

vO 

vO 

r- 

V0 

vO 

VO 

vO 

vO 

TJ 4-1 d 

r-. 





r^. 


r- 

r- 

• O *H 

\ 

**-v 




■—v. 


— Vs 

-Vs^ 

4J pH 

00 

m 

VO 

CM 

av 

rH 

vO 

VO 

CM 

00 

W 

4J W 0 

44 O O 

c0 ^ c0 

v£> 

vO 

vO 

v 

vO 

so 

-d* 

'd* 

vO 

rH 

vO 

M ^ 







r^ 



-d 



■—v» 

— 


'>V. 

-Vs. 

•^Ss. 

-Vs. 

•d • 

rH 

CN 

rH 

00 

rH 

00 

CM 

CM 

VO 

0 0 u 

4J h a 

C0 *H 0 

Q 

M 

c 










& rH 
•H 0 
00 *H 

C O 
O *H 
PU <4-1 
03 <4-4 

0 O 

Pd 


«H J-4 
CO 0 
a 4-> 
O CO 
•H 0 
60 Jh 

a> o 

pspl, 


*h 

O 

to 

•H 
*J > 

CO Jh 

o)0: 
o §* 



• o 

d 


d 









0 4J 

cO 


0 









• 0 

rH 


r—1 









•H 

'vX « 

Pl4 


d4 








4-1 

* <D 

0 


0 








O 

rH 0 -d 

U 


0 









cO 0 Tl 

J-l 


a 


• 

• 



5 


0 

CO JZ> O 

d 










U 

O iH 

o 


-d 








d 

a.'d 43 

03 


d 








4J 

o d j-4 

0 


0 








cO 

J-i 0 0 

a 








d 


!Z5 

a di « 






d 



o 







• 


o 



4-4 







0 


iH 


. 0 

60 

0 






d 


J-i 

ptT 

d 

d 

•H 



a 



O 4* 


0 

a 

iH 


d 




0 


o a 


a 


rH 

43 

•H 

d 

rH 

0 

0 


pq d 

fx-T* 


J-I 

o 

0 

60 

o 

CO 

0 

0 


4-4 

S3 0 

0 

0 

M 

0 

J-4 

•H 

00 


0 


rH d 

d 

•H 

U 

0 


•H 

4-4 

4-1 O 

o 

0 


0 0 Z 

0 *H 

O 

g 

u 


> 

CO 

O Cm 

jh 

d 


•H ^ 

rH J-i 

d 

3 


• 


O 

O 

0 

d 


d * 

0 O 

0 

CO 

• 

O 

* 

O 

J-I 

X 

0 


0 

U rH 

u 


o 

0 


•J 

a 

CJ> 

H 


Q Z 

O PH 


cO 

CO 

o 

s 


rH 

d 









0 

0 



60 






4J 

rH 


rH 

d 






d 

Pl4 


0 

•H 






0 



U 

4* 





4-4 

g 

4J 


d 

O 





•H 


d 


0 

•H 



4J 

44 

d 

O 4J 

0 


rJ 

i-3 



•H 

•H 

d> 

j-i d 

* 6 






d 

d 


iH 0 

0 


4H 

4-1 



d> 

a 

d 

> a 

60 


O 

O 





o 

d 0 

0 





4-» 

4* 

d 

0 

W 4J 

d 


4-> 4J 

4J 44 


•H 

J-i 

0 

4* 

0 

0 

4-4 

d *h 

d -h 

43 

d 

O 

44 

a 

4-1 4J 

S 

•rH 

0 d 

0 d 

d 

d> 

pH 


0 

O CO 


d 

e ^ 

a a 

J-I 



d 

*-) 


M 

a 

0 

0 

a 

0 

rH 

d 


0 

0 


00 u 

60 U 

CO 

60 

0 

0 

u 

rH 

43 

0 

0 0 

0 0 


d 

J-4 

0 

0 

4-» 

a 

i2 

d > 

d > 

60 

0 

d 

0 


•H 


d 

0 iH 

0 *H 


JC 

0 

0 

o 

H 

1 H 

a 

2 a 

a a 

PQ 

o 

r3 

a 



FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 









5794 


NOTICES 


g 

44 iH 

G G 




N 






^•g-S 










44 Pm 

vO 

v£) 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

VO 

vO 

VO 

CD 

r- 


I s - 

r>s 


r- 

I s * 


r- 

W 


■ ^ 

* 

—»** 







CM 

ON 

o> 

o 

<r 


ao 

rH 

<r 





rH 






u W? 










44 O 44 

G G 

'd- 

VO 

vO 

vO 

m 

vO 

vO 

m 

vO 

>4 £ TJ 

r- 

r- 




I s * 

I s - 

r- 

r-* 

•G 




•—** 



— S* 



T> • 

CM 

H 

rH 

CM 

H 

rH 

in 

00 

rH 

a) o) 4J 
PH 00 

G *H G 

Q Pm 





rH 






u 

o 


•H CO 
CD *H 

G a 
O -H 
CM 4-1 
CO M-i 
G O 
P4 


a) 


44 * 0) 

OH 0*0 
G CD *H 

a> 05 a 

>4 0 *H 
G Pt'd fQ 
44 O G >4 

co >4 co a> 
S5 PM rJ ffl 


G rH 

O G 

•H CD 

*J44 O 
G O P« 
O O 

3 £ 


G 

G 


a) 

00 

:=> 


j 


G 

O G 
CD -H 
>4 G 

a> *h 

44 60 
44 >4 

CD «H 
•"0 > 


*H >4 

S3 

O </) 
•H 0) 
60 >h 
G O 
PtfPM 


G 

G 


0) 

O 

G 

O 

CD 

<£ 


>4 

O 

V) 

•H 

03 ^ 

a) a> 
PmC/D 


G 

3 

(Vi 


G 

a 

D 

1 


•H 

•H 

Pu 

o a 

• CM 

u p« 

Pm -H 

44 *H 

55 03 

•H CO 

03 

JC CD 

G *H 

a «h 

44 CO 

O CO 

rH CD 

a CD 

G *H 

O *H 

Q 23 

a a 


G 











44 











G 

G 


rH 




44 



/ 

5 



G 




•H 




a 

G 


G 


G 


G 



44 

5 

r3 


O 


G 


50 



•H 

o 44 



•H G 


>4 rH 

G 44 




G 

>4 G 

G 


44 G 

44 

G PM 

rH -H 

60 



50 

*H G 

•H 


G U 

iH 

G 

G G 

G 




> 0 

G 


55 < 

G 

rH • 

O £> 

•H 



a 

G CL) 

4J 



5o 

1 44 

X 

G 

44 


G 

W 44 

G 


CD G 


° f* 

G G 

G 

•H 

44 

G 

G 

5 

G 

>4 O 

rO 

rH S) 

44 G 

G 

G 

•H 

U 

44 4J 

o 

G 

G *H 

o 

a 

G *H 

rH 

a 

G 

V 

O CO 

a 

rH 

60 44 

G 

T> 

U ^ 

PM 


50 




CM 

O G 

2 

G H 



G 


U 

G 

G 


a G 


C/3 G 

X 43 

PS 

O 

G 

G 

rH 

> 

44 

U 

ja 

•H 40 

44 44 

G 

G 

44 

44 

44 

G 

•H 

• a 

60 

> 3 

M G 

G 

M 

rH 

U 

*H 

U 

c 

iJ G 


a -H 

o o 

G 

G 

G 

o 

H 

* 

a 

s a 

a 

65 H 

a c/3 

O 

> 

Q 

PM 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 










Title of Environmental Location Nature of Responsible Date draft Est.date 

Statement of Proposal (i.e., Official Filed w/CEQ of 

Proposal Land Use, (or est. date) Final 

__ Herbicide, etc.) 


NOTICES 


5795 


vO 

vD 

vO 

vO 


r^. 

vO 

vO 


vO 



r*. 


















O 

«H 

00 

CM 

00 

cn 


in 

CM 

iH 

tH 

CTV 


vO 

vO 

m vo 

vO 

vO 

m 

vO 

vO 

vO 








r^. 



4s ->. 




■— 



'« Nk 

m 

»—l 

H 

cn 

hJ- 

ao 


m 

H 

Ph 


U 







o 


O 







V) 

iHPh 

if) 





rH P-< 


•H 

COO 

•H 





cO CD 



£+-> 

» > 





£ 4-> 

4J 

COPh 

O V) 

CD H 





O if) 

CD 

CD CD 

•H CD 

a» o: 

z 


Z 

Z 

•H CD 

0) 

o& 

OOJh 

0)0 

gi 





to u 

0) O 

U 

o 


p£H 

P*. CO 





£j £h 

Ph 


a 

a 

£ 






£ 

£ 

cO 

cO 

cd 






cO 

(0 

rH 

rH 

rH 






iH 

rH 

Ph 

PH 

Put 






Ph 

PXi 

0) 

a) 

CD 






0) 

CD 

CO 

o 

CO 






U 

CD 

£> 

Ph 

J=> 

z 

z 

z 

• 

• 

U 



£ 







£ 


T3 

O 







o 

T3 

9 

CO 

£ 






CO 

a 

cO 

a) 

pci 







a) 

p* 

CO 

rJ 




p*t 










55 







PH" 



CO 



00 

co 




55 



•H 



X 







O 



a) 



£ 

CO CO 

pH CO 


£ co 

P*T CD 


H 



cO 

4J CO 

55 CO 


cO co 

co 





0) 

•H CO 

CD 


Ph CO 

CO 


£ 




JC £ 

^ £ 

r 

Ph £ 

£ 

z 

•H 

2 

• 


O CO 

CO £ 

U CO 
cO 


.3 

Ph cfl 
cO J2 


CD 



•H 

Ph 

3 Ph 

N J-i 


4J Ph 

N Ph 


Ph 



cO 

O < 

o < 


C/D <J 

O < 


55 



O 


£ 










cO 









4J 

rH 



















a 










£> 

4J 










£ 


4J 







a) 

1 


•H 





ts 


£ 

B 


£ 

-u 

4J 



cO 

4J 

•H 

CD 



•H 

•H 



Ph tH 


rH 

00 



£ 

£ 



CD pL| 

£ 

CO 

cO 


CD 


£> 

4J 

4J 

,0 


CO 

£ 

4J 

•H 



•H 

•H 



1 


•H 

a 

£ 



£ 

•H £ 

£ 

0) 

S 

£ 

£ 

O 

0) 

PD 

£> 

H CD 

cO 

rH 



cO 

4J 

CD 



6 

a) 

rH 

Ph 


Ph 

00 

Ph 

CD 

0) 

CD CD 


CD 

a) 

CD 

Ph 

£ 

U 

O 

£ 

G PO 

X) 

g 

-Q 

£ 




Ph 

•H 

•H CO 

•H 

£ 

S 

O 

• 


CD 

£ 

•O 

JO C 

l-i 

«g 

*H 

N 

4J 

<D 

CD 

O 

cO 

(0 £ 

d 

£ 

H 

o 

in 

P5 

■H 

u 

to 

C/D 2 

O 


i 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 











5796 


NOTICES 


CD 

HI rH 

cd G 

*3 m-< G 
• o -H 
H> (H 

co 

W 


hi w cu 

^ U U 

cd 


U * 13 

vO 

vO 

vO 

m 

vO 

VO 

vO 

vO 

T) 

1^ 








T> • 

*■**>» 








•ate 

lie 

eat 

<n 

CM 

rH 

CO 

rH 

VO 

CM 

Ov 


Q Pm 


M 

O 


0) 

«H 

-O rH 

•H cd 

CD «H 

c a 

O -H 
a. 4^ 
CD 4-1 

G o 

a 


vO 


vo 


vO 


io 


vO 

r* 


vO 


vo 


vO 




$-1 

O 

(O 

•H 

2a 

O 25 

pmc/5 


rH Jh 
G0 
C4-> 
O CO 
•H 0) 
POP-i 

QJO 

PtfU. 


X 


& 

C/5 

•H 

g a> 

s§* 


•H Jh 

cd 0 

£+■> 
O (/) 

•H <D 
60* 
ajo 

ffSpL, 


vO 


f-i 

O 

co 

•H 



• a 


c 


G 


G 

G 


a) 4 -j 

G 

cd 


cd 


a 

cd 


• CD 

cd 

rH 


rH 


rH 

tH 


•H 

rH 

p4 


PH 


PH 

PH 


w - 

PH 







4-1 

• 0) 


CD 


CD 


0) 

O 

O 

rH a) 13 

0) 

o 


CO 


a 

CD 


Cd CO -H 

CO 

H 


£> 


Hi 


CD 

01 |D u 

PO 

3 

— 



3 


U 

O *H 


o 


13 


o 


0 

(Hid ,o 

13 

CD 


G 


CO 

Q 

HI 

o C u 

a 

0) 


8 


a) 

cd 

cd 

u Cd CD 

g 

P$ 


1-3 Cd 


p£ 

,3 

a 

PH rH SJ 

r-3 



G 







PH— 


•H 







55 

PM- 

4J rH 






•H 

•H 

2 *H 

CD O 



f*r* 



^ a. 

O PH 

CH 

G U 



£ 



Pm ph 

Hi pH 

(D PH 

H cd 




g 

rH 

55 -H 

Hi *H 

rH -H 

o o 



qj CD 

o 

cd 

CO 

«H CO 

rH CO 

PH 



4 i (jj 

*H 

CO 

o CO 

rC CD 

«H CO 

• 

2 

— 

«H CO 

HI 

4-1 o 

4J -H 

U *H 

> -H 

»H O 



X G 

cd 

o a. 

O CO 

O CO 

G co 

- ^ 



G G 

o 

O 

CO CO 

6 co 

CD CD 

HI 



cd 44 

o 

M 

CD *H 

O *H 

•H 

cd G 



P H 

►H 

PH 

Q X 

a s 

« 2 

a «H 



<5 < 


r*> 


m & 
PH# 









•H 


rH 


Pi 




rj 

H 

3 


cd 


c3 




c3 

O 


HI 


H 

rH 



rH 

® 


G 

G 

HI 

PH 

PH 



CH 

© 

•H 

Hi 

2 

iH 

H> 

H> 


Hi 

HI 

a 

*H 

G 

Cr 

p; 

gt 


•H 

G 


G 

O H» 

a 

o> 

0 


G 

G 

G 

a 

H G 


g 


Hi 

a 

B 

rH 


•H G 

44 

§ 

§ 

4-1 'H 

4-i 

G 

HI 

G 

> 6 

G 

bo 

GO 

O G 

O 44 

60 

HI 

JG 

G CD 

G 

cd 

cd 

G> 

G 

G 

•H 

O 

PH HI 

U 

s 

G 

HI 

Hi G 

G 

1-3 

H 

cd 

O 

cd 

cs 

G G 

G H 


I 

3 

4-1 HI 


s 


G rH 

G O 

2 

HI 

O 

O CO 

>v 



e g 

0 


o 

PH 


G 

Sh 

P-4 

G JZ 

G G 

H 

HI 


G 

Hi 

<D 

0 

60 G 

60 -H 

G 

G 

-C 

rH 

CD 



G Hi 

G H) 

X> 

© Hi 

Hi 

HI 

•H 

•H 

•S 

M 

G G 

G G 

G H 

G P 


8 ■a 

3 

O 

cH 

3 

H 

H 

a a 

X O 

H 

o a 

CO 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 










NOTICES 


5797 


CT> 

g 

•H 

b0| 

& 


T5 

O rH 

4-> 05 

G 0 G 

E 4-> -H 
•H 05 PC, 

*-> Q. 

CO 4h 

W O 


O' 0 

4-> W 4-> 
4-1 U 05 
|5\no 

Q 

*0 4 -> 

0 0 to 

4-> rH 0 
G *H 
P 4 
O 


0 

rH 

JO rH 
•H 05 
CO *H 

g o 

O *H 
C.M-1 
<n 4 h 

£° 



o5 

4-> 

g 


C 

Jh 

•H 

> 4-> 

£ g 

4h § 
O 4-> 
03 

0 4-> 
rH CO 
4-> 

•H 

H 


vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 


r- 

r- 



r^- 











vO 

vO 

\o 

vO 

o 


CM 

00 





rH 


rH 



vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 





r^ 

t^ 

r^- 




_ 

\ 



* s >^ 


CM 

CM 

CM 

rH 

ro 

CM 

vO 

to 


5-i 



5h 


5-i 

O 



O 


O 

CO 

rH 5 h 


CO 

rH $h 

CO 

•H 

05 0 


•H 

05 0 

•H 

4-> > 

G +-> 


4-) 5 

G 4J 

4-» > 

CO H 

O CO 


CO H 

O CO 

co 5 h 

00 r 

•H 0 


0 0 

•H 0 

0 0 

o g* ■ 

bO 5 h 

0 O 


O G 

bO G 

0 O 


Ph CO 

PC Ui 


P-. CO 

P^ P-. 

pH CO 


co 

g 


0S 
rH 

I 

PS 


0 

o 

I 

CO 

0 

PC 


0 

CO 

S3 


0 

CO 

g> 

S| 


s 


0 

o 

I 

CO 

0 

PC 


CO 

g 


05 

rH 

a 

0 

pc 


to 

to 

CM 

to 

l n 


0 


■8 

S 

rH 

PS 

a* 

•H 

.3 

ss 


G rH 

O o5 

•H CO 

4-> O 


§.2 

ll 

X X 


§ 

I. 

G 

£ 

.3 

05 *H 

s s 

G bO 

§ 

CO 

0 *H 

0 O 

G 4h p< 

O O O 


bo co r 

0 G 

1 

G O 

0 E 

c 

CO 

cS x 

§.5 = 

o 

5h 


rH G 


0 E 

5h CO 

+H U 

is- • 

CO FH 

►J 

Oh 


rH 0 
< P, 


5h 0 

U > 

G *H 

2 2 

4-> -H 

O 2 


.3 


> 

0 < G 


0 

rH 

G 


s 

rH 

0 

CO 

L) «H 


CO 

cu 

0 


Ph 

co 

0 

•H p CO 

<p 

G> 


U 



G) 

•rH 

> -H G 

•H 


4-> 

< 


4H 


4-> 

4 co O 


0 

G 



G 

0 

•rH 

0 G L> 

rH 

0 

5h 


£ 

rH 

> 

G co O co 


o 

P 



E 

o 

•H 

O O • H 

p, 

•H 

0 

> 

PC 

0 

•H 

4-> 

•H 4-> C0 ^ 


rC 

bO 

•H 

G 

bo 

rG 

U 

bO CO -H 

G 

0 

G 

PC 

•H 

G 


< 

0 0^ - 

£ 

> 

G 


5h 

G 

> 


PC 5h 0 

CO 



T3 

Ph 

3 


5-* 0 

O «M 0 

T5 


rH 

CO 

2 


G 0 

CG COr^ 

T5 

G 


0 



G 

a p 

E 0 G 

5h * 

O 

5h 

•H 


5h 

O 

co CJ 

0 G 

G 

P 

0 

4h 

O 

0 

5h 

5- 

4^ < ^ 

M 

i 

4h 

JG 

5h 

rH 

r£ 

i 

4h 

o ^ 

CO Q to H 

N 

E 

0 

rH 

E 

G co 

G CO tO -H 

3 

4h 

•G 

0. 

•H 

•H 

4h 

rH P 

W GD VO 2 

PQ 

C 

H 

C5 ; 


H 

O 

PU h-3 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 














5798 


8 

CT> 

f—l 

CO 


0 rH 

+-> 03 

d 0 C 
e +-> -h 
•3 c3 P 

+-> a 

4-1 

o 


CO 

w 


O' o 

4-> UJ +-> 
4-1 O 03 

Q __ • 

nd 4-> 

0 0 to 

4 -> rH (D 
03 -H 
Q Ph 4 . 
O 


0 
i—I 

P> rH 
•H 03 
(0 *H 

c o 

o ;H 
P« 4 h 
tO 4-1 
0 O 
PS 


£ 

O 

•H 

4-> 

03 4-1 
U O 
O 
Pi 


o3 

to 

o 

P 

O 

4i 

a, 


03 

4-> 

s 


o 

Pi 


I 


4 -> 

p 

o 

4-1 £ 

o a) 

5 3 

P CO 


vO 




r^. 

vO 

vO 

vO 


r-. 



(NJ 


\ 

V. 

rH 

CM 

LO 

r —1 
rH 


vO 

LO 

vO 

vO 

t^- 

t"- 

t^ 


— 




vO 

o 

CM 

00 

• 

‘ rH 




rH 4« 

as 

o to 

•rH 0 
bO 4 . 
0 O 
p: Hh 


4-1 

Us( 

etc 

§ 

rH 

§ 

rH 

§ 

rH 

§ 

rH 

O 

rH T 3 

a, 

P. 

P 

.. CL. 

<D 

03 P * 

to 8 o 

<D 

0 

< 1 > 

0 

4 < 

O 

O 

to 

to 

to 

P 

p *H 

fa 


tD 

ZD 

4 -» 

03 

o - u 

H • »H 

o 

*2 

*2 



CU 0 P> 

• P 
•H O 
wX 

to 

cS 

a 

pi 

1 

i 

P 3 


«N 

£2 



■ j; 


03 

H 4-> 

11 


O O 
•H tO 

2 | 


4* 0 

0 2 

* ^ 

0 s 

4-> ^ 


&1 
w 2 

II 



§ 


•s 

4 -> 

£ 

to 


w 


0 


fc 

a> 

•M 


NOTICES 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 






g 

•H 

bO 


NOTICES 



O' 0 

03 \ r O 

• 

T3 P 
0 0 CO 
PH <D 
TO *h 
Q Pm * 
O 

V—/ 

<D 

rH 

P rH 
•H TO 
CO *H 

C U 

O ;H 
P<4h 
CO MrL 

£° 


4-1 

O 


0 

CO 

:=> 


0 

4 

TO 


rH H3 
TO C - 
CO TO 0 
OPT* 
Q-i *H 
P O * O 
TO 4 • *H 

2 : £, 0 x) 

• 4 
•H 0 

wx: 


TO rH 
O TO 
•H CO 
P O 
TO 4-i p< 

o o o 

3 £ 


cd 

P 

g 


O 

4 

♦H 

> P 

S3 to 

W 0 

4-1 § 
O P 
cd 

0 P 
rH CO 
P 


VO 


a* 


cm 
o 
l n 
CO 
CO 


0 

P^ 

cd 

P 

CO 

cd 


0 *TO 

• CJ rH 
•H *H 

£ S 

0 

GO O OO TO 
UN^ 
P -H VO CO 
rH TO 
rH 

g< 

« ^ 
• TO 
O 0 


o 

•H CO <H 
to (D4 h 


4. O 

.2^ 

TO 

- 4. • 

^ 0 O 

P T) 

CO 0 • 

G IX G 


LO 

r- 


co 

CO TO 
TO P 

gs 

53 


P 

•H 

1 

rH 

CO 

IH 

pf 

a 

•X 


vO 


vO 


vO 


LO 


CM 


vO 

r^ 


vO 

t-- 


00 


vO 

r- 


LO 

o- 


lo 


LO 


LO 

N 


CM 


LO 


vO 


4 


4 


4 

O 


O 


O 

CO 

rH 4 

CO 

rH 4 

CO 

•H 

TO 0 

•H 

TO 0 

•H 

P r> 

TO P 

P > 

C P 

p t> 

CO 4 

O co 

co 4 

O CO 

co 4 

0 0 

•H 0 

0 0 

•H 0 

0 0 

4 P< r 

bO 4 

4 a r 

bO 4 

4 & 

O TO 

0 O 

O -TO 

0 O 

o to 

Ph CO 

P^ PH 

pH CO 

02 H. 

Ph CO 


§ 

rH 

S 

rH 

t 

P 

0 

S 

rH 

S 

rH 

§ 

rH 

Ph 

Ph 

CO 

rH 

P 

P 

Ph 

0 

0 

0 

TO 

CO 

0 

0 

0 

CO 

CO 

CO 


CO 

CO 

CO 

tD 

TO> 

D 

4 v 

<S>\^ 

TO) 

TO3 

TO) 

1 

1 

1 

1 

'TO 

1 

3 

TO 

P 

TO 

P 

H 

TO 

P 

P 

1 


TO 

P 

4 

sS 

* 


1 

rH 

CO 


X) 

rS 

£ 

I 

4h 

'TO 

l 


P 

CO 

•K 


TO 


& 

02 



5799 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 














5800. 


NOTICES 


O 

u 


g 

HH 

o 


od 

0 rH 
4-> Cd 

|8.S 

•H Cd U* 

a 

to 4-1 

w o 


O' 0 

+-> w 4-> 

4h CJ cd 

SV* 

Q 

0 
+-> 
cd 
Q 


T3 «M 
0 CO 
rH 0 


P-. 


U 


0 

rH 

XD «H 
•H cd 
CO 

C 
o # 

P.4H 

v> vw 

£° 


CD • 

co u 

4-1 O 

O H T3 

0 to c3 o 

2 Cu -H 
4-> O ~ O 
Cd $h • «H 

• Pi 
•H 0 

v —'X 


g 


rt 

(/) 


t^a 

o o o 

5 & 


cd 

4-> 

8 


O 

* 

w c 

o 

4-i 6 
O 0 
4-> 

0 cd 

rH 4-> 
+-> CO 
•H 

H 


vO 

t- 


vO 


vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 


r^ 

r- 




\ 

\ 



to 

vO 


vO 

vO 


vO 

t>- 


vO 


vO 

m 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 

vO 


r>. 





r- 


\ 







CM 

to 


to 

to 

CM 


Jh 

o 

CO 


S 


o cd 

03 r* 

£3 

63 


eg 0 

•H 

c +-> 

4-> S 

O CO 

CO Jh 

•H 0 

0 0 

bO J-. 

Pi & 

0 O 

O 3 

P£ tL,' 

P-4 CO 


rH 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Cl, 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

rH 

0 

CO 

Cv3 

03 

03 

03 

03 

cd 

CO 

CO 

C/D 

CO 

CO 

CO 

u 

P 

P 

P 

p 

V * 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

M 

1 

3 

rg 

-Q 

.5 

•Q 

•i 

•rl 

rJ 

E- 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 


CO 

CO 03 
03 r* 
bO co 

g 3 

H < 


l 

£ 


P 

P 






0 C 

0 T3 

rH 


% 



*9 ° 

a 2 

o3 





§ * H 

JS 3 

g 


>s 



•H CO 
H *H 


U 


cd 

PQ 


r* 

0 

_ > 

hH 


PS 

c 

0 

vO 0 

hH g 

0 


P 

cd 

P 

OO O' 

0 »H 

bO 

•C 

0 


u 

1 

vo g 

03 

CO 

+-> 

To 

CO rH 

to 

cd 

rH 

cd 

rH 


Cj rH 

CO 


0 


05 

rH 

rC * H 

05 

•r^ 


co 

0 

tH 0-, 

ex, & 

ex 

CO 

CO 


CO 

4C 

* 


4 : 


* 

4C 


0 

£ 

Cd 

9 

O 

P« 

0 

bO 

C 

03 

Q 

* 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 27—MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1976 




















5802 


NOTICES 


Forest Service 

Chief, Forest Service 
US Department of Agriculture 
Washington, DC 20250 

Region 1 , Northern Region 

(Montana. NE Washington. N. Idaho, 

North Dakota and NW South Dakota) 

Regional Forester 

Northern Region 

US Forest Service 

Federal Building 

Missoula, Montana 59801 

Region 2, Rocky Mountain Region 
(Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, South Dakota 
and Wyoming) 

Regional Forester 
Rocky Mountain Region 
U8 Forest Bervlce 
Denver Federal Center, Bldg., 85 
Denver, Colorado 80225 

Region 3 , Southwestern Region 
(Arizona and New Mexico) 

Regional Forester 
Southwestern Region 
US Forest Service 
Federal Building 
517 Gold Ave., SW 
Albuquerque. New Mexico 87101 

Region 4. Jntermountain Region 

(Utah, S. Idaho, W. Wyoming and Nevada) 

Regional Forester 
Intermountain Region 
US Forest Service 
Federal Building 
324 25th Street 
Ogden. Utah 84401 * 

Region 5, California Region 
(California and Hawaii) 

Regional Forester 
California Region 
US Forest Service 
630 Sansome Street 
San Francisco. California 94111 

Region 6, Pacific Northwest Region 
(Washington and Oregon) 

Regional Forester 
Pacific Northwest Region 
US Forest Service 
319 SW Pine Street 
P.O. Box 3623 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Region 8, Southern Region 

(Alabama. Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Ken¬ 
tucky. Louisiana, Mississippi. North Caro¬ 
lina, Oklahoma. South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see. Texas, and Virginia) 


Regional Forester 
Southern Region 
US Forest Service 
1720 Peachtree Road. NW 
Atlanta, Georgia 30309 

Region 9. Eastern Region 

(Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Iowa, Indi¬ 
ana. Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey. New York, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Rhode Island, Vermont. West Vir¬ 
ginia and Wisconsin) 

Regional Forester 
Eastern Region 
US Forest Service 
633 W. Wisconsin Avenue 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53203 

Region 10, Alaska Region 
(Alaska) 

Regional Forester 
Alaska Region 
US Forest Service 
Federal Office Building 
Box 1628 

Juneau, Alaska 99801 

State and Private Forestry Areas 

Note: State and Private Forestry offices are 
located in the Regional Headquarters with 
the exception of the following Areas: 

Northeastern Area State and Private For¬ 
estry 

(Connecticut. Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa. Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts, 
Michigan. Minnesota, Missouri, New Hamp¬ 
shire. New Jersey, New York. Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, West 
Virginia and Wisconsin) 

Director 

Northeastern Area. S&PF 
US Forest Service 
6816 Market Street 
Upper Darby, Pennsylvania 19082 

Southeastern Area State and Private Forestry 

(Alabama, Arkansas. Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky. Louisiana. Mississippi, North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina. 
Tennessee. Texas and Virginia) 

Director 

Southeastern Area. S&PF 
US Forest Service 
1720 Peachtree Road, NW 
Atlanta. Georgia 30309. 

Research Headquarters 
Forest and Range Experiment Stations 
Director 

Pacific Northwest Experiment Station 


US Forest Service 
809 NE Sixth Avenue 
P.O. Box 3141 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Director 

Pacific Southwest Experiment Station 
US Forest Service 
1960 Addison Street 
P.O. Box 245 

Berkeley, California 94701 
Director 

Intermountain Experiment Station 
US Forest Service 
507 25th Street 
Ogden, Utah 84401 

Director 

Rocky Mountain Experiment Station 
US Forest Service 
240 West Prospect Street 
Fort Collins, Colorado 80521 

Director 

North Central Experiment Station 
U8. Forest Service 
Folwell Avenue 
St. Paul, Minnesota 66101 

Director 

Northeastern Experiment 8tatlon 
US Forest Service 
6816 Market Street 
Upper Darby, Pennsylvania 19082 

Director 

Southern Experiment Station 
US Forest Service 
Federal Building, T-10210 
701 Loyola Avenue 
New Orleans. Louisiana 70113 

Director 

Southeastern Experiment Station 
US Forest Service 
Post Office Building 
P.O. Box 2570 

Asheville, North Carolina 28802 

Institute of Tropical Forestry (and Carib¬ 
bean National Forest) 

Director 

Institute of Tropical Forestry 
U.S. Forest Service 
P.O. Box AQ 

Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico 00928 

Forest Products Laboratory 
Director 

Forest Products Laboratory 
UB. Forest Service 
North Walnut Street 
P.O. Box 6130 
Madison. Wisconsin 53705 

(FR Doc.76-3698 Filed 2-6-76:8:45 am] 
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